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Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICHi\IOND 
Record No. 3755 
VIRGINIA: 
In the Supreme Court of Appeals hel<l at the Court-Library 
Building in the City of Richmond on )londay tllC' 19th duy of 
.J llJH'. 1950, 
Ei\1:MANOUIL NEAPOLIDIS AND OTHERS, 
Plaintiffs in Error, 
2 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
RECORD 
In the Circuit Court of the City of Newport News, Virginia. 
Emmanouil N'eopoliclis, Alexandros Alexandris, Joannis 
Liadis, and Ioannis Vartholomeos, Petitioners, 
. v. 
The Theofana lfaritime Compnny, Limited, as Owner, 
Livanos l\Iaritimc Company, Limited, as Co-Owner, S. 
Livanos and Company, Inc., Operating Agent, Captnin 1\L 
Houmis, as :Master of the Steamship "l\IEANDROS," Re-
spondents. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL AND ASSIGNMENT OF ER.HORS. 
To the Clerk, 
I 
·. N.otice is hereby given that the undersigned Petitioners., 
·Emmanouil N eapolidis, Alexnndros Alexandris Ioannis 
Liadis, and Ioannis Vartholomeos, hereby appeal. to the Su.,. 
preme Court of Appeals of Virginia from so much of the 
final Judgment entered in the above cause on January 11, 
1950, as denies. them the wages and damages claimed by Pe-
titioners on the Third, Fourt11, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, 
Eleventh, Twelfth, and Thirteenth Causes of Actions. 
Petitioners assign the following errors: 
1. The Court erred in calculating· the amounts of iJlegal 
advances on future earnings made in the United States by 
the Respondents against the future earnings of each Petition-
ing Seaman and later illegally deducted by the Respondents 
from the respective earned wages of each of Petitioning Sea-
man, after the same had actually been earned. 
2. The Court erred in not finding that each Petitioning 
Seaman was entitled to se,·erance pay or damages for breach 
of his contract of employment under the circumstances of this 
case. 
· page 2 ~ 3. The Court erred in not finding that each Peti-
tioning Seaman was entitled to the liquidated dam-
ages provided by Section 4529 of the Revised Statutes of tl1e 
United States (U. S. C., Title 46, Sec. 596-59i). 
4. ,The Court erred in not awarding Petitioners the amounts 
illegally withheld from their respective earned wages by ·the 
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Respondents because of purported "taxes," "HoWings," 
and "pension fund contributions." 
5. The Court erred in not awarding damages to Petitioner 
Ioannis Vartholomeoi-. because of the hardships and abuse 
suffered by l1im by reason of his false imprisonmen't and de-
tention aboard said· vessel. • 
6. The Court erred iu not awarding dmnages to Petitioners 
Ioannis Liadis and Ernrnanouil Nenpolidis because of the 
failure and refusal of Respondents to furnish each with 
prompt and adequate medical ca1·e. 
7. The Court erred in not awarding damages to t11e Peti-
tioners because of the refusal of Respondents to make proper 
discharge entries in their respective Seamen's Books and the 
1·efusal of the Respondents to give them their respective Sea-
man's Books until after this action was instituted. 
8. The Court erred in failing to award Petitioners Ionnnis 
Vartholomeos the wages of which he was defrauded by Re-
spondent )laster. 
,vHEREFORE, for these errors apparent on the face of 
the record, the Petitioners hereby appeal to the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia, from so much of said final 
.Judgment as denies them the wa~es and damages claimed by 
Petitioners in the Third, Fourth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, 
Ninth, Eleventh, Twelfth, and Thirteenth Causes of Action 
and set forth in the above Assignment of Errors. And Peti-
tioners pray that said final .Judgment, togetlter with the full 
transcript of the record, may be sent to the Supreme Court 
of Appeals of Virginia without delay and that the said Court 
will proceed to hear said case; that said Judgment 
page 3 ~ be reversed in so far as it denies Petitioners the 
wages and damages claimed hy Petitioners in the 
Third, Fourth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, Ninth, Eleventh, 
Twelfth, and Thirtcentl1 Causes of Action and set forth in 
the above Assignment of Errors. And Petitioners pray tliat ·1. 
thev mav have such other and further relief as in law and 





IOANNIS Y ARTHOLOMEOS, 
BURT 1I. MOREWITZ, 
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Their Attorne)'S & Agents. 
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• • • • • 
To the Honorable Edward G. Burcher, Justice of the Peace: 
Your petitioners, Emmanouil Neapolidis, AJcxan<lros Al-
exandris, Ioannh; Liaclis., and loannis Vartholomeos, in this, 
their petition against the Theofana lluritime Compnny, 
Limited, as Owner, Livauos Brothers ::\Inritime Company, 
Limited, as Co-Owner, S. Livanos & Compnny, Incorpornted, 
Operating Agent, Captain ~I. Houmis, as Master of the S./S 
:MEANDROS, allege as follows: 
AS AND FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTIO~. 
1. That at all the times hereinafter mentioned, the defend-
ants owned, operated, and/or controlled a certain Vf'ssel 
known as the 8/S MEANDHOS, flying t110 flag of the l<i11g--
dom of Greece. 
2. That the defendants or their agents engaµ:ecl the peti-
tioner, Alexandros Alexandri8, at Port Said, Egrpt, ns au 
Able Seaman at the monthly rate of wag-es of $112.00 011 or 
about September 28, 1947. That the defendants or their 
agents engaged the petitioner, Ioannis Lindis, at Marseilles, 
France, as an Able Seaman ut the monthly rate of wnµ:es of 
$112.00. That the defendants or their agents engu~ed the 
petitioners Emmanouil Neapolidis and Ioannis Vartholomeos 
at the respective times and plares and in their respect in <'H· 
pacities and at their respecti\'e rates of wages as shown iu tlw 
Ship's Articles. 
;3. That at all the times hereinafter mentioned tl12 clofo11Cl-
ants operated said vessel pursuant to Greek Jaw, and punu-
ant to the terms and provisions of a certain Collectiv<> A~re(•-
ment made in London, En~land, the 2nd day of Sc>ptemlwr, 
1943, between the Greek Shipping Cooperation Committc>(~ 
representing the Greek Ship Owners, and the Greek Mn1·i-
time Unions representing the Greek seamen. 
4. That said Collective Agrnement provides, among- other 
things, that a seaman ,vho completes six months of ser\'iC'e 011 
.... ,,/?: f: ·"'·· ·-··ff' •. 
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board a Greek vessel is entitled to a bonus of £20 ($80.60 in 
United States currency. 
page 5 ~ 5. That the petitioners have each completed six 
months of employment abonrd said vessel, respec-
tively, but thoug·h euch petitioner has often dernnuded sai<l 
six months' service bonus of said Master. the said i\Iaster 
has refused and still refuses to pay each of the petition•.m, 
the six months' service bonus which each re:.:pectively has 
earned and to which each is entitled. " 7hereupon each peti-
tioner respectively became entitled to have a 11d receiv<> not 
only said sum, but also "waiting time" of two days' pay for 
each and everv dav the said sum has been and will be with-
held from hini. r_rirnt said "waitin,!! time" has accrued mid 
is still accruing to ench of the petidonet·s respectively nmler 
and by virtue of the provisions of the United States Code, 
Title, 46, Sections 596-597. That by reason of the premiges 
the defenclnnts arc indebted to Emmanouil Nenpolidis in the 
sum of $220.60, at the least; to AlexmHlros Ak•xandris in the 
sum of $192.60, at the least; to Ioannis Liaclis in the sum of 
$192.60, at the least; nnd to lommis Vartholomeos in the sum 
of $192.60, at the least. 
AS AND FOR A SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION . 
• • • 
8. That the refusal of the defendants to fulfill the terms of 
their contracts with each of the petitioners, constituted an 
unjustified discharge of each of the petitioners rcsp~cth·ely 
by the defendants. ' 
• • • • 
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.. • • • • 
11. That pursuant to the provisions of Article 361 of the 
Greek Commercial Code, upon the cfo:chnrge of the petitioners 
ns hereinahove set forth, each of the petitioneri.: rpgpecth·eh· 
was entitled to lmve and receive fonr month~' wa~cs, ph{s 
pm~sage m011cy back to Greece. 
12. No part of these sums have heon paid petitioners, al-
though duly demanded by eaeh of the petitioners rt':--pecth·eh-. 
Whereupon each petitioner hecmne entitJed to hn,·e and 1·~-
ceive not only said smns due him, hut nlso "wuitin~ time'', 
of two days pay for each and every clay that the ~mid rnms 
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haYe been nnd will be withheld b,· the defendants. That said 
•·waiting time'' has accrued and is still accruing to each of 
the petitioners respectively under nnd by virtUl~ of tho pro-
vision of the United Sti1tcs Code, Title .J.6, Section 5!)6-597. 
That bv reason of the urcmises the defendants are indebted 
to Enuiumouil N eapolici1s in the sum of $1.,000.00, at the least, 
and to Alexandros Alexandris, loannis Lia<lis, and loannis 
Vartholomeos in the sum of $860.00, at the least, cnch re-
specfo·cly. 
AS 11ND FOH A FOURTH CAUSE OF .A.CTIO~ . 
• • • • 
14. That during the mouth of November, 1947, at l\Iobile, 
~\.lahmm1, the defendants gave to ench of the petitioners re-
spectively the sum of $120.00 as illegal "Adrnnces" of wages. 
'l,hat on or about Janunry 4, 1948, the defendants nt Balti-
more, Maryland, gave to petitioner Neapolidis another ad-
vanee of $1:!0.00 and to each of the other petitioners respec-
ti,ely the sum of $100.00 as illegal "Adnmces" of wages. 
15. That at various other times after the defendants em-
ployed the petitioners, the defendants gave to each of the 
petitioners respectively i11 various ports of the United States 
various illegal mkances of wages. Such illegal ad-
page 7 ~ vances of wages and the dates nncl places where 
such illegal atlnmces of wages were m,Hl<!, are 
within the knowledge of' the defouclants. 'fhat the drlfencl-
ants are hereby required to produce the wage acconnts of 
each of the petitioners for each voyage made by eaeh of the 
petitioners from the timc he joined the ship U!ttil he was dis-
charged; and all the other records they po . ;sess showi11g the 
amounts of such illegal advances nncl the dates arnl places 
where they were gh·en petitioners. 
Hi. That in violation of the provisions of the l7nitetl States 
Code, Title 46, Section mm, the defendants have unlawfully 
deducted said illeg;al advances from the ea rued wag-es of 
caeh of the petitioners respectively; and thnt thom{fi pa, -
ment of said unlawful deductions has been demanded hv each 
of the petitioners res1wctively, the defendnnb, have refused 
and still refuse to pay the smne. rrhat thereupon each of the 
petitioners respectively hecame entitled to hav,• and receh·e 
not only said sums which hml unlawfully heen deduct<•tl from 
his wages, but also "waiting tinw'' of two days pay for each 
and every day that said sums have hccn and will be withhelcl 
by the defendants. Thnt said "waiting time'' has nc•crued 
and is still accruing to each of the petitioners 1·espectively 
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under and by virtue of the provisions of the United States 
(;ode, Title 46, Sections 596-597. That by reuson of the prem-
ises the defendants arc indebted to Emmanouil N eapoliclis in 
the sum of $500.00, at the least, and to Alexan<lros Alexandrh:, 
Iounnis Liadis, and Ioannis Vartholomeos in the sum of 
$472.00, at the least, each respectively. 
AS AXD FOH A FIFTH CAUSE OF AC'l'ION. 
17. That the defendants discharged the petitioners without 
paying to them the wages which they had earned since they 
were last paid, on 1'Iay 12, 1948, or eight <lays pay for each 
of the petitioners. 
• • 
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• • • • • 
22. That the defendants have arbitrarily and unjustly 
failed and refused to give petitioners their respective Sea-
man's Books although petitioners have demanded same. That 
the defendants phln to make arbitrary and unjustified der-
rogatory entries in tl1e respective Seaman's Books of peti-
tioners. 'fhat as a result of these machinations of the de-
fendants, the petitioners will have great difficulty in secur-
ing other employment on other vessels and will face arrest 
mHl imprisonment us deserters should they now return to 
Greece to the loss and dmnage of each of the petitioners re-
spectively of the sum of $2,000.00, at the least. 
AS AND FOR A SEVI~NTH CA USE OF ACTION BY 
PETITIONER LIADIS. 
• 
:?4. That Ioannis Liadis suffered n hernia while in the 
eoursc of his employment aboard said vessel. That the de-
feudants have failed to provide treatment for said petitioner, 
though trentment ]ms ofteu been demanded. That in utter 
disregard to their obligations to said petitioner the defend-
ants discharged him without making any provision whatso-
ever for his maintenance mul cure. That hv reason of the 
premises, the clefcmdants arc indebted to· the petitiowJr 
Ionnuis Laidis in the sum $:?,000.00, nt the least. 
,) 
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AS AND FOR AN EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION BY 
PETITIONER NEAPOLIDIS . 
• • ... 
page 9 ~ 
• • • .. 
26. That while in the course of his employment ahonrcl said 
vessel, Emmanouil .N'cnpolidis became ill. That the defend-
ants, knowing this, failed and refused to give him prompt 
medical treatment whereby petitioner was damaged iu the 
sum of $1,000.00, at the least. 
AS AND FOR A NINTH CA USE OF ACTION BY 
PETITIONER V AHTHOLO.MEOS . 
• • • • 
28. That the defendants conspired together to keep the pe-
titioner Ioannis Vartholomeos on board their said vessel mid 
to prevent his leaving said ship to obtain employment on 
board another vessel, in utter defiance of his rights in the 
premises. That iu furtherance of said conspiraey the defend-
ants represented to representatives of the United States Im-
migration Service thnt the petitioner was not a bona firl,~ 
seaman, when they, tbc said defendants, knew i'nll well that 
the petitioner bad been a 1:1emnnn for a great number of vem·s 
and that he had entered the United States as n sean11in on 
three separate occasions while on their said vessel. 'fhcse 
three entries occuITed nt :Mobile, Alnbnma, in November, 
1947; at Baltimore, Muryland, in Jauunry, 1948; and at Kew-
port News, Virginia, on the trip immediately preceding· the 
entry in May, 1948. 
29. That as a result of the conspiracy of the defernlnnt:--
and their aforesaid false representations, the United States 
Immigration Service orderecl petitioner detained as not n 
bona fide seaman and arrested him, to the loss nnd darna~e of 
the petitioner of $5,000.00, at the least. · 
• e .. 
page 17 ~ 
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ANSWER. 
To the Ho,10rnhlc Frnnk A. Kearncv 
·.judge of the Court aforesaid: · 
The defcnllnnts, The Thcofmw :Maritime Co., Limited, as 
Owner, Livmws Brothers Mal'itime Company, Limited, a!'. 
Co-Owner, S. Livanos & Company, Inc., Operatiug Agent, 
Captain ::\[. Houmis, a:-- :\[m:t('l' of the Steamship ::\IEAX-
DHOS, reseiTe to thcm:.;e)ves tht•ir excc~p1ion to thl' juri5cli<·-
tion of the Court and nil defenses in law and /or fact whieh 
they nrn.y luwe to the petition til<.•d hereiu; said <1cfendant.;;, 
without limiting or qualifying the above to the petition here-
tofore filed in this cause, allege as follows: 
1. Answering- the allegations of the first article of the peti-
tion, the def en<lants admit the s:imc. 
:!. Answerin.g the nllegations of the second art icl~ of thC\ 
petition, the defendants admit that tlic plaintiff, Alexandros 
Alexandris, was employed as an able semmm at Port Said, 
Egypt at the monthly rate of wag-es of $112.00 011 or about 
September 28, 1947. That the plaintiff, lommis Liadis, wa:-
cmployed at )Iarseilles, Fnm<'e, as an nhlc Scamnn at tlw 
monthly rate of wages of $112.00. Thnt the plnintiffs Ern-
manouil Nenpolidis and Ioannis Vartholomeos, 
page 18 ~ were employed at the J'l",pcctive tinws. places arnl 
in the 1·espective cnpncities mul at the respectiYe 
rates of wag-cs as shown in tho ship's articles. 
:l. Answering the nllegatiom; of the third articlP of the 1w-
tition, the defendants admit that the Stemnship :\H~ANDRO~ 
was being operated pur~uant to the existing GrePk law. 
4. Answering the nlll~gation~ of the fourth ar1icle of tho 
petition, the defendants deny the same nn<l allege that nn<lc>r 
the Greek law the plaintiffs herein arc not f'ntitled to any sum 
or sums beC'nuse of their scrvie(•s aboard the steamship 
:MEANDR08. 
5. Answering the allcgatiorn, of the fifth arti<•le of the peti-
tion, the dc>fondants deny ench nnd l'Ver~· a!IC'ga tions con-
tained thl'rcin. · 
.AS A~D FOR THlt~ SECO~D CAUFlrn OF ACTION . 
.. • " • • 
8. Ans,vering the allcg:ationi-: of the ei•.d1th nrti<'lc of tho 
petition, the defendants deny the f-ame a)l(l affirm:d i vcly state 
-: 
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that the plaintiffs left the Steamship MEANDROS of their 
owu volition. 
• .. • 
AS AND J?OR THI~ THIBD CAUSE OF ACTION . 
• • 
11. .Answeri11g the allegations of the eleventh article of 
the petition, the clefe11dants deny the same and deny the sub-
stance and constructions of the Greek law as is set out there-
in, a11d specifically deny that the plaintiffs arc entitled to 
:uw sum or sums whati-oever because ot' their ser\'ices nboard 
the- Steamship )fEAXDROS. 
12 . .Answeri11g the allegations of the twelfth article of the 
petition, the defendants deny each and every nllegatiou t•on-
tained therein. 
page 19 ~ .AS AND F'OB THI~ FOURTH CAUSE OF AC-
TION . 
• • • • 
14. Answeri11g the allegations of the fourteenth article of 
the petition, the defemlnnts deny the same and deny that 
there were any advances made to th" plaintiffs during their 
se1Tice aboard the Stemnsl1ip 1fEANDR08. 
15 . .Answering the allcw;ations of the fifteenth article of 
the petiti011, the defendants deny the same nncl specifically 
deny that thl• plaintiff!-: are entitled to any wage aC'cotmts as 
they nre equally availahle to the plaintiffs as to the defend-
ants. 
16. Answering- the nlleµ:atio11!-: of the sixteenth artidc of 
the petition, the defe11dm1ts deny that there has been any 
violation to the UnitNl States Code, Title 46, Section 599, 
and clcnv tlrnt there have been anv unlawful deductions marle 
from wage aCC'OUnts of the p}aiutiffs, and further deny each 
and e,·ery allegation contnined thel'ein. 
AS AND FOR THI~ ~,IFTH CAt;SE OF ACrrION. 
17 . .Answering- the nlleµ:ations of the seventeenth arti<·le of 
the petition, the defell(lants deny the same and sp£icifieally 
deny that there is any sum or sums clue the plnintiffs . 
• • 
. . 11 • 
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AS AND FOR THE SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION . 
• • • • 
page 20 } 22. Answering· the allC'gations of the twenty-
second article of the petition, the dC'fendants deny 
the same and specifically deny that there were any arbitrary 
or unjustified entries in the respective Seamen's Books of 
the plaintiffs, and the defendants state affirmatively that such 
books are in the possession of the plnintiffs. 
AS AN'D FOR A SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION . 
• • • 8 
24. Answering the allcg·ations of the twenty-fourth article 
of the petition, the defendants deny each and every allegation 
contained therein. 
AS 1\.N'D FOR THE EIGHTH CAUSE OF .ACTION . 
• 
26. A nswerinp: the allegations of the twenty-sixth article 
of the petition, the defendants deny the same and deny specifi.-
eally that the plaintiff, Emmanouil N eapoliclis, ever became 
ill while employed aboard the Steamship l\IEANDROS. 
AS AND FOR THE NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION. 
• 
28. Answering the allegations of the twenty-eig-hth article 
of the petit.ion., tho defendants deny each and every allega-
tion contained tl1erein. 
29. Answering the allegations of the twcnty-uinth article 
of the petit.ion, the defendants deny the same. 
page 22} 
• • 
1. As an mnendment to the answer heretofore filed to the 
twenty-fourth article of the petition, the defendants deny each 
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nnd every allegation therein and allege affirmatively that even 
if the plaintiff Liadis <lid suffer the hernia as alleged, it was 
caused by his own carelm;sness, inattention and contributory 
negligence and accordingly the defendants arn not liable to 
him for anv sum or sums whatsoever. 
2. As mi amendment to the answer heretofore filed to the 
hventy-sixth article of the petition, the defendants deny the 
same and deny specifically that the plaintiff, Enmumouil .Neo-
polidis, ever became ill while employed aboard the stl'am-
ship Jil~ANDHOS and the said defendants allege uffirmatively 
that the plaintiff Keapolidis, through his own mis-conduct mul 
behavior was afflicted with n venereal disease while in a 
foreign <"ountry and accordingly the defendants are not liable 
to him for any sum or sums whatsoever . 
• 
• • • • 
To the Honorable Frank A. Kearney, .Judge of Said Court: 
Your petitioners, Emm10uil Neapolidis, Alexandros AIPxan-
dris, lommis Liadis, anti Ioannis Vartholomeos, in onler to 
set out their claims n101·c fnlly, desire to amend and supphi-
ment their petition as follows: 
• 
Ji~LEVJ~KTH CAUSE Qfi, ACTION. 
4. That on or ahout January :3, W48, at Baltimore, :.\lar.v-
Jnnd, petitioner Vartholomcos g11ve rcspondunt mm;ter $120.00 
1o send to petitioner's family in Grel'ce. That through tlw 
fraud of the master, petitioner's family in Greece rec•ein<l 
only $75.00. To the loss and damage of petitioner $4:5.00, 
at tlle least. 
TWELFTH CAU8E 011, ACTION. 
5. That since the respl'ctive t imcH the respondents have f'll-
:,.raged the petitioners, thPy hm·e ille~ally withheld from tlw 
earned wages of e:ich of the petitioners certni11 
page 24 r sums for so-culled 'taxes', 'holdings', nnd 'pl•nsion 
fund contributions'. That the exact amo1111ts of 
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said deductions are within the knowledge of the respondents 
und are shown on the statements of accounts of wages of each 
of the respective petitioners, which respon<lents have been rc-
'lueste<l to produce by intcrrogatol'ies still remaining uuau-
swered. These accounts of wages are in the handwriting of 
und bear tl1e sig1wtures of the respomlents 01· tlwi1· duly 
authorized agent and exist for each pay period of each pe-
titioner from the time of employment unt ii discharge. Acconl-
ingly upon the production thereof, the illegal deductions shown 
thereon will require no further proof. 
6. Accounts of wages already introduced in c\·idence show 
tho following illegal deductions: 
Libollant Exhibit 2 
AL:l!JXANDRIS 
Libellnnt Exhibit 3 
LIADIS 
Pltf. l~xhibit 5 
N~APOLlDIS 
)lay ~3 to :May 19, 1948 iuclu-
sive 
Tuxes for 7 days 
)lay I3 to :\lay 19, 19-1.S inclu-
sive 
$ 2.18 
Taxes for 7 days $ 1.68 
October 1:3 to Xo\·cmher 1:!, 
1948 
Taxes for one month $10.46 
7. Duplicntes of accounts of wages that are in the posse:--
sion of petitioners and which will be int roduccd at the trial. 
which arc referred to for the plll'posc of being incorporatP1l 
herein with the same for<"e aucl l'ffeet as thon~h set forth 
at length herein, reveal the following illegal dcductiom;: 
V ARTHOL< >:.\I EOS 
ALEXAKDHIS 
)lay 1:3 to ~I ay l!l, 1948 
Taxes for 7 days 
September 28 to Oct. 1 :.?, 1947 
$ 2.18 
Taxes for 1 ;j davs $ :LW 
Oet. 13 to Nov. i°2, 1947 
Taxes for one month $ 7.24 
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NEAPOLIDIS 
Sept. 28 to Oct. 12, 1947 
Taxes for 15 clays 
Oct. 13 to Xov. i2, 1947 
Taxes for 1 month 
$ 5.40 
$10.46 
8. That because they luwe illegally withheld saicl so-called 
taxe~ from the eamed wages of each of the petitioners, re-
spondents ai·e indebted to petitioners in the follow-






$ ~3 ·>o 't ·-$115.0(i 
$ 78.62 
THIRTEENTH CAUSfi~ OF ACTION. 
9. That under and hy \"irtuc> of the provisions of the U. S. 
Code, Title 46, Sections 596-597, 'waiting time' of two days' 
ptty has accrued and ii-- still accruni,n,[J to each of the pe-
titioners respectively for each and every <lay that the sums 
. <lne eMh petitioner as nnd f'o1· wages, including bonuses, have 
he<'n and will he withheld by tlie respondents. T.o the loss 
antl damage of petitioner Lindis, Alexandris, and 'Vartholo-
meos in the sum of $8H6.00, at the least, each respectively, ai1d 
to the loss an<l dama~c> of petitioner ~eapolidis in the sum 
of $1,024.00, at the least. 
• • • 
12. To para. '8' of the 01·iginal petition add the following: 
That the fnilure to hospitalize promptly petitioners Liadi!._ 
and Keopolidis constituted a eonstl'Uctive discharge of said pe-
tio1wrs without cause. That the conspiracy of respondents to 
lwt>p petitioner Yartholomeos false imprisoned aboard their 
i;;ai<l ship constituted a constructive discharge of said pe-
tit inner without cause. 
That the ass11ults committed by the respondent master on 
rwtitioners Lindis, Alexanclrii-,, and Vartholomeos constituted 
a t•onsh'ucth·e discharge of Pach of said petitioners without 
ca n~e. 
That at various timeH dnri11g the voyage, respondents forced 
<'ach of t hc> petitioners to work overtime mul to perform work 
h<>yond the scope of their normal duties. That the respondents 
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refused to pay petitioners for said overtime and extra work 
and that this constitute<l u discharge of said pe-
pagc 26 ~ titioners without cause. 
• ~ !; 8 • 
(Ou back) 
Filed 9/17/48. 
F. B. BARHAM, Clerk 
By G. E. GROOMS, D. C . 
• • • • 
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ORDER. 
This Cause having been heard on a Plea to the Jurisdiction 
bv Respondents, and Exceptions to Certain Interrogatories 
Propounded to Respondents ; 
IT IS ORDERED 
1. That the Pica to the Jurisdiction be overruled. 
2. That the l~xceptions to the Interrogatories be overruled 
and that the Respondents be required to answer fully, under 
oath, in proper person, all the Interrogatories Propounded to 
them. 
3. That the Respondent Owners and Operating Agents file 
their answers to said Interrogatories within ten days from 
date hereof; they, or their officers being within the United 
States. And that the Respondent master file his answers to 
sairl Interrogatories within 45 days. 
FRANK A. KEARNEY, Judge. 
Newport News, Virginia, 
November 24th, 1948. 
Seen and objected to. 
HUGHES, LITTLE & SEA WELL. 
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To the Sergeant of the City of Xewport N'ews or any other 
officer in the State of .Virginia authorized to act hereon, 
Greeting: 
\VE C(}MMAND YOU that you sumnwn l\l. Houmis, in 
person; and 'l'heofona :\laritime Co., Ltd., Liva nos .Brothers 
l\faritime Co., Limited, and S. Livnnos & Co., Ltd., through 
Hughes, Little, & Seawell, their attorneys of record, to pro-
1Iuce such writings and documents, or exact copies thereof as 
:..pecifictl in the Aflidavit annexed henito, on or hefore Mareh 
:H, 194B, in the attachment proceedings pl•nding in the Circuit 
Uourt of the Citx of ·Newport News, Virginia, under the style 
of 
l~manouil Neapolidis, et al., Petitioners, 
V. 
Theofana ~foritimc Co., Ltd., et al., Hcspomlcnts . 
.And how you shall hm·e executed this writ, make known at 
the Clc1·k's Office of our said Circuit Court on or before snid 
date. 
And hm·e then there this writ. 
\VITXESS, F. B. Barhmn, Clerk of our said Circuit Court 
on this 28 day of .Mareh, 194B, and in tlw 178nl year of thl• 
Commonwealth. 
Tei,;te: 
A Copy, Teste: 
MOREWITZ & )IOREWITZ, p. q. 
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F. B. BARHA:\I, Clerk. 
................ , Clerk. 
AFFIDAVIT. 
Before the umlersignc<l authority this day personally ap-
peared Burt 1\L 1\lorewitz, who after b('iup; by me ffrst duly 
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sworn, says that he is of the Attorneys and Agents for Pe-
titioners in the above c·nuse and that he vcrilv belieYcs there 
are in the possession of the respondents certah1 writings con-
taining material evidP11ce for the Petitioners in the above 
cause, as st•t fot'th in the attached list entitled Exhibit "A". 
"\VHER]i~J1,0HJ~, the afliant herein ai-;ks that respondents 
herein be required urnler Seetion fi:2:37 of the Co<le of Vir-
ginia to }Jl'Oducc i:mid documents. 
BCRT :\I. :\IORE,YITZ, 
of .A ttorncys and Agents for the 
Pct i tioners. 
Subscrihe<l and sworn to before me this :!6th day of l\Iarch, 
1949. 
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J. L. MOREWITZ, 
Xotai·~· Public. 
EXHIBIT" A". 
A. The ori!Jiuals of certain Wllf/C accounts of each of the 
petitioners. These wage ael·otmts are in the handwriting and 
bear the signature of the respondents or their duly authorized 
agent 8. Tlwse wage account8 exist for each pay period of each 
petitioner since the date of employment until each petitioner 
was dischargctl from the Steamship ":\[l!JAXDROS". Said 
pay aecoimts show the respective amounts earued hy each pe-
titioner for each pay period aud the amounts deducted fro111 
said ca r11i11gs hecauso of "11clvm1ecs ", mad(' in derogation 
of the l'nited States Code, Title 46, Section 5~l!), nnd because 
of so-called ''hoJdings", ''taxes", nnd "pension fund contri-
hutious". That i,;nid wnge accounts were first called for in the .l'i 
original lihe] ml<l petition in this cause on :\lay :20, 1948. 
B. Cataiu par11·s of lite Articles of th,! 81<'.amsltip "MEAN-
JJROS ", 8howi11g wheu nncl where cnch petitioner was first 
<'llll)]o~·ed mill the terms and eonditions of the employment 
of eaeh petitioner. That said pages of the nt"tie1es of said 
Hteamship were first <·ailed for in the ol'iginal libel and 1w-
tition in this cause on l\f ay 20, 19-18. 
C. CPr/aiu J)O{Jes of fl,e .Art ides of the Sfea111s/1ip "MEAS-
JJROS", i,;howing the names of the men pl•rmittt•1l to remain 
on tlw vei,;sp} aftf'r the petitioners were discharged nt Kew-
port Newi-. Virginia on or ahont )foy 19, 19-4-8. 
D. Cerlaiu pa9,·s of the .Articles of said 1Jess,·l. eontaining 
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entries respecting the discharges of each of the petitioners. 
E. The log buok of said vessel, especially all entries in said 
log referring to each of the petitioners. 
1!1. A certai 11 "blacklist", which purports to contain the 
names of the petitioners. 
page 34 ~ G. All correspondcuce between the rcspomf<>uts 
an<l between the respondents and others pertaining 
to this cause, particularly, 
( 1) In regard to the detention of petitioner Va rtholomeos 
at Newport News, Virginia, refel'l'cd to in the Pleadings and 
in the e,·idence. 
(2) Correspondence deuling with the "blacklisting" of each 
of petitioners. 
H. Hospital and medical reports respecting each of the pe-
ti ti one rs. 
I. Receipts from the Gn!ck government showing that said 
government actually received the smns respondents allege to 
have been deducted from the earned wages of each petitioner 
for purported "taxl•s", "holdings", or "pension fund con-
trihutions' ' . 
• T. The overtime n~corcl"book.~ of the Chief Officers and the 
ChiPf gngineers, showii1g the numh~r of overtime hours 
worked hy each petitioner from the time of employment until 
he was discharged. 
K. A certaiu lette,·, whic·h Respondent :Master ullegecl au-
thorizecl him to diseontinue paying the long service bonus 
due under the Collective Agreemeut of September 2, Ul43. 
L. All record.~ aboard said -vessel, as well ns all records in 
the K cw York and London ollices of the Respondents, with re-
gard to aclnuwe payments in the United States on the future 
wages of each of the petitioners which were later deducted 
from the earned wages ot' each of the petitioners after the 
same hml actuallv been cmrned. 
t, (a) Especially· all catl('ellecl c•hccks, drafts, and receipts 
showing the advmwe payment of tho wages of euch of tlw 
petitioners. 
page 35 ~ M. All other documents 1>crtainh1r1 to this cause, 
which were c•ulled fo1· ut the taking of claimants' 
depositions. 
N. The Manning Seal,~ for flic operation of said vessel on 
the elate that petitioners were discharged. 
0. The cn:ui list and articles of said vessel on the date that 
petitioners were dischargecl. 
• • • • • 
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page 37 ~ Virginia: 
Ju the Circuit Court of the City of Kcwport News. 
On Attachment 
Emmanonil Neapolidis, ct als., Petitioners, 
v. 
The Theofuua Maritime Co., Ltd., as Owner, Livanos Brothers 
l\Iaritimc Co. Ltd., as Co-Owner, S. Livanos & Co., Inc., 
Operating Agent, Captain M. Houmis, as Master of the 
Steamship MEANDUOS, Respondents. 
ORDER. 
This matter came on to be heard before the .Court was 
n rguc<l by counsel for both petitioners and respondents and 
was submitted to the Court with the express waiver of jury 
by both petitioners and respondents. 
And tl1e Court, haviug considered the evidence submitted 
to it and heard the arguments of counsel, doth render judg-
ment in favor of the. }J'Jtitioners in the amounts set opposite 









The above sums arc awarded the said petitioners together 
with the legnl rnte of interest from the 14 <lay of November, 
1949, together with theiL· reasonable costs, to which judgment 
the respondents as well as petitioners take due exception. 
Enter 11/11/50. 
FRANK A. KEARNEY, Judge. 
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STATEl\IENT OF TESTL\[O~TY OF PETITIONER 
ALgX1\.NDROS ALEXANDRIS. 
Petitioner Alcxundros Alcxandris testifying in Open Court 
on May 28, 1948, testified on bis own behalf and on behalf 
of the other Pe'titioners as follows: 
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That every time the ,·essel was in an American Port, the 
Hespoudent Master, Captain Houmis, pai<l Petitioners what 
the sai<l )foster conceded to be the balance of their earned 
wages and then in addition made advances 011 the future earn-
i 11gs of Petitioners. 
That the" a(kauces" to whieh he testified in his Deposition 
of lfay 27, 1H48, were advances nuHle to him in the United 
States on wages to be earneu in the future. That these ad-
vances 011 future earnings were later deducted from his eal"ltell 
wages after the same had actually been earned. 
(On back} 
Filed 3/6/,30. 
F. B. BAIUIAlI, Clel'k. 
page 40-1 r 
• • • • • 
IN'Tl~RROGATOIUES PROPOUNDl~D TO 
RI~8PONDEXT8. 
INTJ~RROG.ATOHIES PROPOLTNDED TO Rl~SPOND-
ENTS, w·HICH THEY ARE REQUIRF.D TO AXSWl~R 
IN WRITING, UN D.KR o.Arl'Il: 
1. State whether .ARTICLE a61 of tho GREEK C(HlMJ~R-
CIAL CODE provides that a Greek seamnn discharge(! with-
out his consent and without cause in an Atlantic port is en-
1 itled-ovcr mid nhove his actual earmHl wages-to ban! and 
receh·e 4 months' wages, plus repatriation to Greece, or its 
~. equivalent in cash. 
• • 
:1. State whetller the COLLECTIVJ•~ AGRl~El\fl~NT of' Sep-
tPmbcr 2, 194::l betwc•cn the GrePk Shipping Co-operntion Com-
mittee, rcprcsontiug the Grccik ship ownet·s, a1hl the G!'eek 
)laritime Unions, representing the (heek seaman, provides 
among other things: 
(a) That a seaman dischargccl without his consent nn<l with-
out eause is entitled to a payment of $80.CiO, in addition to 
the other wag-es he 111ay have camecl. 
E. Neapoli<lis, et als., v. Theofmrn Maritime Co .• et als. 21 
(b) That a seaman who completes 6 months of service on 
boal'd a Gt·cek vessel is entitled to have and receive a long 
scrYice bonus of $80.60. 
(c) That a semmm who eompletcs 5 months of service on 
board a Greek vessel is entitled to a long service honus of 
$64.00. 
• • • • 
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6. List the amounts withheld from the ca rned wages of each 
of the petitioners for so-called "Government Taxes", "Hold-
ings", and "Pension Fund Contribution:,;" from the respec-
tive times each was employed until the respecti,·e times each 
was forced to leave the vessel, giving the name of petitiouer, 
the date, and the muom1t withheld on each Ot'casion. 
Verify this list by furnishing the respccth·e wage accounts . 
• • 
8. List the respective amounts of overtime earned by each 
petitioner, from the time he was hi l'C<l until his discharge. 
GiYe the name of petitioner, the tlatc, the nmuber of hours 
worked, aud the rate of pay per hour. 
Verify this by furni~liiug the O\'ertime record hooks of the 
Chief Officer of said ,·cssel. 
• • • • • 
10. ~-,urnish log- entries of the vessel, or photo-stats thereof, 
1·cconling when mid how petitioner Liadis receh·cd his hcmiu ~ 
on the voynge to Baltimore, Maryland in ,Tauunry, 1948. 
pag·e 40-3 ~ 
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12. w·hy was Liadis not hm,pitalized at Xewport News in 
)fay, Hl48 until after lw was forced to h•a,·c the \'essel and 
employ counsel. 
la. Produce the record of examination of Limlis bY the 
,·esscl 's doctor at. Xewport X<>ws in )Ia~·, 1948. · 
14. ·what were the fi11dings of the <lodor employed by the 
22 Supreme Uourt of Appeals of Virginia 
vessel to examine Lia<lis, on the basis of which respondents 
agreed to hospitalize Liaclis. 
15. List the members of the crow who were paid long service 
bonuses under the COLLECTIVE AGREEi\IENT of Septem-
ber 2, 194:3, aftc1· December 1, 1947. 
Give the name, when nnd where employed, capacity, amount 
paicl, date paid, and place paid. 
Verify by furnishing wage accounts of the men so paid, 
cash book, and niiy other records respoucleuts have giving 
this info1·mation. 
l6. List the membet·s of the crew who received long service 
bonuses when the vessel was at Newport News in :May, 1948. 
Give the name, when and where signed on, capacity, amount 
paid, and date paid. 
Verify by ful'llishing wage accounts of the men so paid, 
cash book, aud any other records respondents possess gi\'ing 
this information. 
• • • • • 
19. ·what, if any, medical treatment was furnished Neapoli-
<lis before he wns hospitalized at Xewport News . 
• • • • 
page 40-4 ~ 
• • • • 
MORE\VITZ &' :MORE'WITZ, 
Attorneys and Agents },or the Petitioners. 
BURT M. i\IORE\VITZ. 
Newport News, Virginia 
August 31, 1948 
• 
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AKS\VER TO INTEHHOGATOHil~S PROPOUNDED TO 
. RESPOXDEKTS. 
The Theofana Maritime Co., Limited, ns Owner, Livanos 
Brothers ::\Iaritime Compau~·, Limited, as Co-Omwr, S. 
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Lirnnos & Company, Incorporated, as Operating Agent, Cap-
tain :M. Houmis, as :Master of the Steamship MEANDROS, 
specifically reserving to themselves their exceptions to the 
jurisdiction of this Honomble Court and specifically reserving 
their rights to any and all defenses in law and/or fact to the 
petition heretofore filed in this cause, now come in answer 
to the Interrogatories Propounded to Respondents and allege 
ns follows: 
1. Article 361 of the Greek Commercial Code provides sub-
stantially thut as alleged. However, the 1'Iastcr of the ship 
has the choice as to whether a seaman is given repatriation 
to Greece or its equivalent in cash. Nevertheless, the re-
spondents deny that Article 361 is applicable to the petitioners 
in this cause. 
2. Interrogatory No. 1 having been answered, there is no 
necessity to answer Interrogatory No. 2. · 
3. The Collective Agreement of September 2, 1943 between 
the Greek Shipping Cooperation Committee, representing the 
Greek ship owners, and the Greek Maritime Unions, repre-
senting Greek seaman, provides substantially that as alleged 
in Interrogatories No. 3(a), (b) and (c), except 
page 41 2 ~ that-provided the bonus is in effect-for the 
c•ompletion of five months continuous service, a 
sc•anurn is entitled to three-fourths of the bonus. However, 
the respondents deny that such Agreement is applicable to 
this cause, hut allege atlirmatively that n second Collective 
Agreement of Xovember 30, 1947 applies to this cuuse. 
4. Interrogatory No. a having been answered, there is no 
necessity to answer Interrogatory No. 4. 
5, 6 and 7. The respondents except to Interrogatories Nos. 
f>, 6 and 7 on the grounds that they are not required to make 
admissions which may be self-incriminatory; that the infor-
mation so requested is equally within the knowledge and con-
tt-ol of petitioners; that all voyages prior to that on which 
the petitioners left the ship at Newport News, Vir6•inia in May 
of 1948 are completed and closed voyages; that petitioners be 
required to assume theil' own burden of proof and affirma-
th·ely establish the ,·alidity and proof of their allegations. 
8 & 9. The respondents allege that by the petitioners own 
testimony taken in depm;itions, all claims for overtime pay-
ments have been puid. 
10. The respondents exC'ept to the tenth interrogatory. Such 
i:1formation as is requested is well within petitioner's own 
1mowledge. Furtlwr, the respondents request that the pc-
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titioncr be required to assume the lmnlen of proYing his alle-
gations. 
11. Knowledge of what medical attention the petitioner 
Liadis 1·eceive<.I in Baltimore is peculiarly within the pe-
titioner's own contl'ol. As to the Clini<·al Record and doctor's 
n•port, the respondents haYe 110 knowledge. 
U. 'fhc petitionc1· Liadis left the ,·e:,;sel at Newport News, 
Virginia in )lay, BJ48 of his own Yolition mul did not advise 
the :Master or anyo11c else whet'e he was going or where he 
could be located. Liadis was suhscqucmtly hospitalized by 
the vessel's agents. · 
13 & 14. 'fhe respondents except to petitioners thirteenth 
and fourteenth intenogatories. 'l'he petitioner in maintain-
ing this action is under a duty to pm,·e his own case. 
15, Hi and 17. '!'he respondents except to pc-
page 41-3 ~ titionel's fifteenth, sixteenth mid seventeenth in-
terrogatories. These interrogatories go fat' afieltl 
of the issues in this case and are im111atertal and inelenmt in 
that the petitioners seek personal information concerning 
parties not joined in this cause. 'fhe 1·espondents again deny 
that the Collective Agreement of 8eptemueL' 2, UJ4J is ap-
plicable as alleged by petitione1·s. 
18 and 19. rr11e a11swc1·i,; to the eighteenth and 11inetee11th in 
terrogatories are certainly within the petitioner's own knowl-
edge and acconlingly the respondents except to these inter-
rogatories. But, the rm;pomlents allege affirmative)~· that 
1he petitioner Neapolidis was gh·en all medical attention avail-
able under the sU1Tom1<.ling d rcumstances. 
20. rrhe awnver to the twentieth intcnogatory is ,vithin the 
petitioners own knowledge and the respondents except to this 
i11terrngato1·y. 
21. rrhe respondents except to the t wenty-ffrst iutrrrogatory 
on the ground that they are not required to make self-iucrirni-
:i,. natory i-;tatcments nml on the furthe1· groun<l that the an-
swer is within the knowledge of petitioners. 
AND FUHTHiijH ANSWERING the respondents ex1·ept to 
all the iuterrngatories propounded to them and allege that all 
information requested is citlwr within the knowledge of 1w-
titione1·s or is self-incriminatol'v or is immaterial and il'l'elt•-
nmt. Furthermore, the petiti<;ners are under an obligation 
to prove tlw allegntious laid i11 this l'ause ancl should not hl' 
permitted, under the g11 ise of I 11h·1Togatol'ies, to shift tlwi I' 
burden of proof to the rcspomlents. 
The respondentH call upon the pd i tio11er8 f CH' a Bill of 
Particulars as to the riJleged Hl<sault on the petitioner Liadis 
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by the respon<lent, Captain )I. Houmis, and as to the alleged 
illnesses of the petitioners, Liadis and Ncapolidis. 
THE THEOF ANA l\I.ARITDIE CO., 
LIMITJ~D, as Ownet·, 
LIVAXOS BROTHERS J!ARITDIE 
COl\IP.ANY, LIMITED, as Co-Owner, 
S. LI VANOS & COMPANY, INCORPO-
RATED, as Operating Agent, 
CAPTAIN :M. HOU.MIS, as lilaster of 
the Steamship Ml~ANDROS, 
By HARRY K )lcCUY, JH., 
Of Attorneys. 
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City of Norfolk, to-wit: 
Harry g. l\IcCoy, Jr., deposes and says that he is asso-
ciated with the firm of Hughes, Little & Seawell, Proctors for 
respondents in the abo,·e cau:--e; that the foregoing answer 
to intcnogatories propounded to the respondeiits are to tl1c 
hest of his knowledge and belief col'l'ect and true; that the 
respondents in this cuase nre beyond the territorial juris-
<lietion of this Honorable Court and, therefore, cannot sign 
these interrogatories themselves; that the substance of these 
nuswers has been derh·ccl from ,·arions information furnished 
the deponent by the res11ondents and by the depositions of 
the petitioners in this cause. 
HARRY K McCOY, .JR. 
Subscribed an<l sworn to before me this 17th clay of Sep-
tcmhcl', 1948. 
ANNA )1. BRAITHWAITE, 
Notary Public. 
::iJy commission expires: 7 /1:3/51. 
Hl:GHF,S, LITTLE & SEAWJ•;LL, 
Attomeys for R(•spomlcnts. 
(On haek) 
Filed 9/18/48. 
F. B. B.ARHA)f, Clerk. 
26 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
page 41-1 ~ 
• • • • • 
These respondents, Tlteofauo 1\Iaritime Co., Ltd., as Owner, 
Livanos Bros. 1\Iaritime Co., Ltd., as co-Owner, S. Liva11ns 
& Co., operating agent, Captniu :M. Houmis, as master of the 
S/S :\IEANDROS, reserving unto themselves their excep-
tion to jurisdiction of this honorable Court and any other 
defenses which they may or might ha,e in law and/or fact 
an<l ,vithout qualifying the above now come in answer to the 
interrogatories heretofore propounded to them in the rau!:!e 
an<l state as follows : 
1. Article 361 of the Greek Commercial Code provides that 
if a seaman is unjustifiahly discharged at a U. S. A. port, 
he is entitled to four months wages and tl1e means of his 
repatriation to Greece. 
:!. Answered No. 1. 
a. (a) The payment of $80.60 ii-; mncle to u seanmn dis-
chnrged unjustifiab]~· onl;v when Article ::J61 does not apply. 
(b) Yes. 
(c) Yes. 
4-. Answered No. 3. 
5. The master of the vessel advises that no advances were 
ever given to the petitione.r~. . 
6. The attached portage hills iuclirate 1he deductions from 
the waQ;cs of each petitione1·. 
7. "T ag-e accounts of each petitioner cncloi;:ecl. 
8. Records on hoanl vessel. 
!). RP'-'orcls 011 hoard vessel. 
10. Vessel has not been in U. S. A., log abstrads hiwe been 
requested. 
11. No record of medical attenclnnce. 
12. Rely on Captain's report. 
rn. Enclosing report and account of Dr. ,vmiam Hart 
Woodson. 
1 +. Right inguinal hernia. 
15. None. 
16. None. 
page 41-2 ~ l 7. ::N' one. 
18. Rely on Captain's rCC!Ol'cl, 
19. Photostnt of :Marine Hospitnl account enc]or:cd. 
20. No 1·ecor<1 of detainees kept. Suggest contact Immi-
gration Authorities. 
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21. This is controlled by master. 
S. LIVANOS & CO., INC., 
As Agents 
By S. BACALAKIS 









Notary Public in the State of New York 
Qualified in New York County 
N. Y. Co. Clk's No. 406 Reg. No. 658-C-O 
Commission Expires :March 30.~ 1950 
(On back) 
• • • 
F. B. BARHAM:, 
Clerk 
ANS\YER TO INTERROGATORIES BY l\L HOU.MIS. 
:M. Houmis, Master of the s_ts Meandros, and one of the re-
spondcmts in the above entitled cause, reservh1g unto himself 
ltis exception to the jurisdiction of this Honorable Court 
and/or any /and all other defensei:; in law and/or fact which 
l1e might liave, now comes in answer to the interrogatories 
lieretofore propounded to him by tlrn petitioners and states 
as follows: 
Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 11, 12, 17 & 20 were answered by my counsel 
upon information and belief. I hav{' subscribed and sworn to 
a carbon copy of that answer and adopt same as my own in 
so far as those interrogatories are concerned. I attach here-
to the copy which I have this elate subscribed and s,,Torn to 
before a Notarv Public. 
5. This respondent says that he hns no recollection of the 
times, dates and amounts of money paid to the petitioners in 
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this cause. He denies that any illegal advance payments of 
wages were ever made and states that he does not h:we any 
of the wage accounts of the individual petitioners. He has 
only his genernl ,·o)·age account for the three voyages the 
petitioners made on the s./s i\f eandros. These gr.meral voy-
age accounts indicate only the total wages paid each man in 
the crew and lists only the total dedu<'tions, for taxes, et<-. 
6. Taking these figures from his general voyage ac<·onnts, 
this respondent says the followinl!,' amounts eom,titute the 
totnl deductions for "Taxes" "Holdings" all(l "Pension 
Fund Contributions," for the voyaµ:es 011 which the pcti-
tio11ers were employed aboard the 'l'-/s :Mcaudros prior to the 
institution of this action. 
Em.manuel N ca 1,olidis 
Voy. #l 10-rn-47 to 11-12-H 
Voy. #2 11-13-47 to 12-27-47 
Voy. #3 12-28-47 to 5-1:!-48 
.Alexandros Alexandris 
Voy. #1 10-13-47 to 11-1:!-47 
Voy. #:! ll-13-47 to 12-:!7-47 
Voy. #3 12-28-47 to 5-12-48 
I oannis Liadi.~ 
Voy. #1 10-13-47 to 11-12-47 
Voy. #2 11-13-47 to 12-27-47 
Voy. #3 1:!-:!8-47 to 5-l:!-48 
John Vartholomcos 
Vov. #1 10-13-47 to 11-12 .. 47 
Vo,•. #2 11-1:3-4-7 to l:!-:!7-47 
Vo)'. #3 12-28-47 to f>-12-48 
£ 2 12 :1 
£ a 1s 5 
£11 15 •) 
£ 1 16 2 
£ 3 8 11 
£10 6 8 
t 1 13 9 
£ 2 14 :3 
£ 0 Ci 0 
£2 5 11 
.£ 3 8 11 
.£10 G 8 
This respondent docs not know the dntc-; 011 which t he8<' 
deductions were made, and ns he has snicl, he rloPs Po1 lrnvP 
any wage accounts of the petitioners but has only his g·encral 
voyap;e account!,;, 
7. Otlicr than the <lcduct ions as imlicntecl in an:-wC'r to 
interrog·atory No. ~(i, this re8portdl'nt knows of 110 decluc-
tions from the nccounts of the peti1 ioners. 
8. This respondent has no reeor<ls to l'<'fer to 1111<1 ltP has 
no knowledge of the overtime ear11i11g-s of tlw individual pcti-
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tioners. There are no overtime records on the s/s :Meandros 
other than such receipts as huve been produced this date. 
9. This respondeint says that all the overtime 
page 41-1 ~ which has ever been due and payable to the said 
petitioners, has, as far as be knows, been fully 
paid. 
10. This rnspondent says that to the best of his memory 
there were no log mitries concernin~ any alleged hernia which 
the petitioner Liadis a1legl•tlly su fferetl while on hoard the 
s/s l\Icundro:-;. As fur as this respondent knows, the logs for 
thl.' voyages on which the J>l'titionel's were employed ahoartl 
the said vessel are in the following places and nre therefore, 
not available to this 1·espomlent: 
Voyage #1 Oct. 13, 1947, to Kov. 12-19-17; Home Office 
of The Theofano :Maritime Co., Ltd., Piraeus, Greece. 
Voyage .;.;.2 Nov. 1:3, 1947 to De<". ~7, 19-H: Smne as above. 
Voynge #3 Dec. 28, 1947, to ~fay 12, Hl48: Same as above. 
13. This respondent does not ha,·e any re<'ord ot' any physi-
cal examination of Lindis in Xewport News in ::\fo~·. 1!14S, ar.d 
he does not know whnt the results of such an examination 
were nor does he know if such an exnminati,m was ever made. 
14. 'fhis respondent does not know the auswer to th(~ 14th 
inteITogatory. 
15. Attached hereto is n copy of the only record this re-
spondent has of long sen·icc bonuses paid after Dec. 1, 1947. 
This respondent says these were the only long service bonus 
payments under the Col!ective Agreement of W43 made by 
him after Dec 1, 1947. 
16. This interrogatory was answered togetJier with No .. 
#15. 
18. The first knowled~e this respondent "'·er had of any 
sickness or illness to Neapoliclis was in :\lny, Hl4R, \Yhen the 
s/s lfonndros put into Hampton Roads, Virg-inia. When the 
Immigration authorities boarded the vessel upon he1· nrrh·nl, 
the physician who cnme on hoarcl with those Uuitetl States 
Government olliceri,;, reported that N eapolidis wn-;i afflicted 
with a venerial disease. 
19. The physician who made the ex11minntion nt the time of 
Qua.rrm1tinc in Hampton Roncls in l\fay, 1!)48, wns the per-
son who treat eel N eapolidis ns far as this re,.:po1Hll•nt lrnaws. 
21. 'rhis re8pondcnt says that he never faik•cl nor rcfo:-:ed 
to give his crew extrn pay for ~1wh cxtrn wol'k a8 opening 
and closing hatches, taking on sto1·es and pro,·isions, etc. 
This respondent has no rc<"ollection of any d11t,,s, times or 
places that payments were rnncle for any extra wo!'k 1101· does 
30 Supreme Uourt of Appeals of Virginia 
be rP.eall specifically the exact types of work done a11d the 
names of the erew members doing the work. This respondent 
says that he has produced all of the records he has concerning 
this hlterrogatory and all the other interrogatories. 
. Virginia: 
City of Norfolk, to-wit: 
M. HOUMIS, 
:Master s/s ~foandros . 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of .Maren, 
1949. . 
HARRY E. McCOY, ,JR., 
Notary Public 
:My commission expires l\Iarch 13, 195:?. 
Filed 3/28/49. 
page 1 } Virginia: 
(on back} 
F. B. BARHAM, 
Clerk. 
In the U. S. District Court for the Eastern District 
(Norfolk Division). 
Virgfoia: 
In the Circuit Court of the City of Newport News. 
Enumouil Neapolidis, Alexandros Alexanclris, Ioannis Liadis, 
Ioannis Vartholomeos, Libellants 
v. 
Thc>ofana :Martitime Co., Ltd., ns Ownc>r. Livanos Brothers 
:Maritime Co., Ltd., as co-owner, S. L1vanos & Co., Inc., 
operating agent; Captain M. Houmis, as Master of the 
S. S. MEANDROS, Respondent!~ 
The depositions were taken hefore :Morris Sclmoider, a 
Notary Puhlic for the State of' Virg-inia at Large, at the law 
office of l\Ir. T. Johnston, ,vainwright Building, Norfolk, Vir-
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Ioanni.~ L:.adi,<;. 
ginia, pursuant to agreement of counsel, on :May 27, 1948, at 
10 :00 a. m. o'clock, to be read as evidence on hehalf of the 
libellants in the above entitled cause, pending in both courts 
listed above. 
• • • • 
pa~~ 2} 
• • • • • 
l\fr. George Nikiforos was duly sworn as the interpreter 
fo1· the Libellants. 
IOANNIS LI.ADIS, 
called as a witness in his own behalf, by the libellants, being 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAl\IINATION. 
Bv l\fr. J. :Morewitz: 
·Q. \Vhen did you go aboard the steamship :MEANDROS? 
A. In, October between the 12th and the 15th in Marseille. 
Q. That was last year? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And how much wages per month did you Pam? 
A. 28 pounds. That is to say, $112.00 per month. 
Q. That was as a fireman or seaman? 
A. Seaman. 
Q. When you got to the United States after that time, did 
you get any money from the Captain 7 
A. Advances or pay-off? 
Q. Both. 
A. I received money from the Captain. 
Q. Now how much did you receive at Mobile by 
page 3 } way of advances, if anything? 
• • • • 
A. I don't remember the pay-off but I remember that I re-
ceived the $100.00 advance. 
Q. Now when is tbe next time, if any, that you received 
any advance? 
A. January of this year in Baltimore I received another 
advance. 
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Q. Of how much 1 
A. $100.00. 
Q. The first one you say was $100.00 in ~lobile and $100.00 
iu Baltimore, is that correct "l 
A. That is correct. 
• • • • • 
page 5 ~ 
• • • • 
Q. Did you see the ship's doctor in Baltimore f 
A. Yes. 
• • • • 
Q. Did he say what, if anything, was wrong with you? 
A. The doctor told me that I suffered from a hernia and 
the Captain did not allow me to lenve the ship. 
Q. ,vhy wouldn't tlw Captain allow ~·ou to leave the ship, 
if vou know? 
A. Because be is a bad fellow. 
Q. Now, when you got to Xewport XewH, did the 
page 6 ~ Captain send you nshore to another <loct,w or to a 
hospital to have your hernia cut out 1 
• 
A. He did not send me anywhere. 
• • • 
Q. Do you know why you didn't go to the hoi,:pital in X cw-
port News? 
A. I don't know why. 
Q. Did the ship's doctor examine you when the ship ar-
rived in Newport News? 
• C • • 
A. The Captain did not gh·c me any paper~ to g-o to the 
doctor. 
Q. Dicln 't you have a ship's doctor that ('Ullle aboard to 
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examine the crew to see how .numv were sick ancl bow many 
werewellr • 
A. No. 
Q. Did the Captain offer to send :you to a doctor while you 
were at NewJJOrt News to see whether you needed hospital 
treatment or not 1 
page 7 r A. No. 
Q. ·when you were finally sent to the doctor by 
the ship's agent at our request, on your behalf, what did the 
doctor find was wrong with you, if you knovd 
A. The doctor told me that I sufferetl from hernia. 
l\fr. J. l\forewitz: At this point, we want to exhibit to op· 
posing counsel a copy of the letter this day receiVC!<l from 
Sprague & Son by W. ·w. Anderson, the Tidewater Agent, 
with regard to the hospitulization of this man which we con-
tend should have been afforded him at Baltimore iu January 
when he saw the doctor there. 
l\Ir. ,Johnston: Is this being marked for identification? 
1'Ir. J. l\Iorewitz: Yes. -
• • • • 
JJage 8 ~ 
• • • • 
Q. Now, you understand that nnangemcnts have bccm made 
for you to go to the hospital do you not ? 
A. ,vhat kind of arrangements? 
Q. So tllat you can be operated on for your lw·rnin. 
l\Ir .. J. l\Iorewitz: (To the interpreter) Explain to him that 
arrangements liave been mnde for him to go to the hospital. 
The interpreter made the necessary explanntion. 
A. Nobo<ly tol<l me anything . 
• • • • 
page 9} 
• 
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Q. \Vhen you left the ship at Newport News, did the Cap-
tain let you have your seaman's book 1 
A. No. 
Q. "\Vas there any reason why the Captain should bold 
your seaman's book, particularly if you had to go to the hos-
pital? 
A. Because the Captain did not allow me to leave tlie ship 
for the reason that if the crew wanted to lenVl', he wouldn't 
be ahle to find any other crew. 
Q. ls there any reason-
1\fr. Cominaki (Interpreter): (Adding to anP.wer) And I 
wanted to leave the steamer. 
Q. Now, is there any reason why you shouldn't have been 
permitted to leave the ship to go to the hospital, so far as 
you know¥ 
A. ·what kind of reason do -vou mean. 
Q. Did the Captain gi,;e you ·any reason why he diclu 't want 
to permit you to g·9 to a hospital either in Baltimore or New-
port News? 
• • • • • 
A. The Captain did not let me leave the ship so 
page 10 } I was compelled to leave myself. 
Q. Now did the Captain pay you for the seven or 
eight clays that you had worked since he paid you off ptevi-
ously? 
A. No. The Captain did not pn:v me until the 12th ,>f May. 
Q. \Vhat, if anything, did the Captain do about your over-
time ,vhile you and the other men were still aboard the shipf 
Did you have any argument about it with him? 
A. The Captain was not paying us for opening the hatches 
-and carrying the stores and that is the reason why we left 
the ship. 
Q. Did the Captain say anything to you about sending your 
back to Greece in order to get tl1e operation for vour hernia 
or sending you anywhere else? · 
:Mr. J olmston: I object to leading- the witness. 
A. No. . 
Q. How many bonuses, if anJ'-.-six months bonuses did you 
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receive during the time you were aboard the :MEANDROS1 
A. I did not receive any bonuses. 
:Mr. Cominaki (Interpreter): He said, "I worked for eight 
months and I did not receive the six months long service 
bonus of $80.60.'' 
Q. ,vhen you didn't go to the hospital and had to leave the 
ship, as you have just stated, did the Captain offer to pay you 
anything at all, and if so, how much? 
A. The Captain did not offer me anything at all. 
• • • • • 
page 12} 
• • • • • 
Q. So then your answer to the question is that you re-
ceived $100.00 in advance plus the wages which were due you 
on the voyage from Marseille to Mobile? 
A. $100.00 advance and the wages that I have been working 
and $100.00 advance. 
Q. Tell me this. ·what do you mean by advance? 
• • • • 
page 13} 
• • • • • 
A. I don't understand what you mean. The Captain, to 
keep you on board., he gives you $100.00 so you f:ta? aboard 
tbe steamer as a member of the crew. 
Q. You don't stay unless you get this advance, do you? 
• • • • • 
A. That is my business . 
• • • • • 
Q. Do you refuse to stay aboard the ship unless 
page 14 } the Captain gives you advances? 
• • • • 
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A. If he gives me or does not gfre me any advance, I would 
not stny aboard the steamer with the Captain . 
• • • • • 
page 15 ~ 
• • • • 
Q. Now, you stated that the next nckance you got was in 
Baltimore in ,January of 19481 
A. Yes. 
Q. And l1ow much of that a<h-ancl', which you state was 
$100.00, was earned? 
A. I did not sav it was earned. 
Q. I ask you ho,v much of that was carrwd 1 
• • • • • 
page 16 ~ 
• • • • • 
A. It was not earned monev. 
Q. ,v11ere did you go after ·you left l\Iobile? 
A. \Ve went to Belgium and from Belgium we returned to 
Baltimore. 
Q. And it was in Baltimore t]mt you were paid? That was 
in ,January? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Had you been paid between the time flint yon left l\Io-
biJe and the time that vou returned to Bait imore ! 
A. No, only in Baltimore we ~ot paid. 
Q. How much did you receive in Bnltimol'e t 
:Mr. Burt i\Iorewitz: Objected to. 
A. I don't remember in detail the monl'y I re~ein,d . 
,s • • • 
A. I don't remember how much money I r<weived . 
• • • • • 
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page 22 ~ 
• .. • • • 
Q. " 7hat was the last pay that you got while aboard the 
MENDHOSf 
A. Here. 
Q. 1Vhat was the elate of the pay 
A. The 12th of May. 
Q. "When clid you leave the ship'! 
A. The 20th or the 21st of the Month of l\Iav. 
Q. ,viicre was tl1e ship when you were paid i 
A. In drydock. 
Q. ,vheref 
A. Newport News. 
Q. Ancl where was the ship when you left lied 
A. At Newport News at the coal pier. 
Q. Did you ever go to the Captain and tell him 
page 23 ~ you wanted to leave the i.liip r 
• • • 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,vhen did you go to t1w Captain and tell him you wanted 
to leave the ship? 
Mr. Burt l\lorewitz: Same objection. 
A. Two or three days hef ore the steamer left there. 
Q. Who was present when you talked to the Cnptain Y 
A. The mate, the Chief ~fate. 
Q. And what did you say to the Captain! 
A. I told him I want to leave and the next time it was this 
man over here and Alexandris were present. 
Q. And did you ask for your seaman's hook? 
A. I asked to give me my papers to Jeave the steamer. 
Q. Did you get your seaman's hook from him 1 
A. He did not give it to me. 
Q. ,vhy dicln 't he give it to yon, if you know 1 
A. He knows. The Captain knows. 
Q. Did you ask for your pay? 
A. To leave the steamer-
page 24 ~ 
• • 
~--
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A. "Whatever right I l1ad to leave the steamer, to go to 
the doctor and to receh·e mv six months' bonus. 
Q. Did you ask him for your pay? Did you ask him to pay 
you off the ship 1 
l\Ir. Johnston: (To the interpreter) "Why all tho talking. 
Either he asked him or he didn't. 
The question was read to the witness. 
A. Yes, I asked him to pay. 
Q. Did he pay you? 
A. No, he did not pay me. 
Q. ,v1iat did you do! 
A. I went out of the steamer. I Jeft the steamer. 
Q. On that same da~· ! 
A. Yes, the same clay. 
• • • • 
page 2'7 ~ 
• • • • • 
l\Ir. Burt l\Iorewitz: That's not exactly correct. The sea-
men's books were turned over to proctors for the 
page 27 ~ libe1lants on the 24th of May, that is all the libel-
lants except the libellant Vartholomeos whose book 
was tu med over to the United Stntes Immigration authority; 
that while there arc no improper entries in the seamen's 
books there are neither any proper disclmrge entries. In other 
words, the entry as to discharge is completely blank and we 
st.ill retain our right to a cause of net.ion for whatever damages 
the libellants may suffer by not having a proper dischai·ge 
entry in the seamen's books and also for tl1c damage they 
suffered for the four davs that their books were held. Of 
eourse, the claim wouldn ;t be as much as is set out there but 
there's still some claim . 
• • • • • 
Q. Liadis, I understand that you suffered, according to your 
claim, a hernia while you were aboard the MEANDROSY 
A. Yes. 
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Q. 'When was that hernia suffered? 
A. On board the steamer. 
• • • • 
page 28 } Q. ,vhy are you laughing f 
A. It is something that I can't remember. That 
happened three months ago. 
Q. ·was the ship in port or at sea when you were injured! 
A. At sea. 
Q. ·where was she at sea 7 
A. ,vc were going from Argentina. ,ve were going from 
Baltimore to Argentina. 
Q. Had the ship left Baltimore or not 7 
A. Yes. That happened at sea. 
Q. So that her next port of call was Argentina t 
A. Yes. 
Q. Where were you on the ship when this thing occurred 7 
A. On the deck. 
Q. What were you doing? 
A. I was working. 
Q. \Vhat were you doing? What kind of work were you 
doing? 
A. I was lifting some wires, some wire cables to take them 
from aft to forward and I strained myself. 
Q. ,vhat wire cables do you refer to? 
A. They arc the cables that we tic the steamer. They were 
heavy. 
Q. ,vherc were you taking them from 'I 
A. From the forepeak to take to the opposite side. 
Q. Where were you when you think that you 
page 30 } sustained this hernia Y ·1 
A. I was pulling the cable. I thought it was 
light but it was heavy and while I was pulling I felt some-
thing that cracked inside here (indicating). 
Q. How many days out of Baltimore were you 1 
A. Two or three days. It was two or three days. 
Q. ,vas this part of your job to move this cable'l 
A. Yes. I am a sailor. 
Q. W'ho had told you to move it 7 
A. The :Mate, tl1e Chief Mate. 
Q. ·was anyone there helping you? 
A. No, I was alone. 
Q. ,v as anyone else on deck near you 'I 
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A. Not near. Nobo<ly was near. 
Q. To whom did you report your injury f 
A. To the Master. 
Q. ·when was that report made'? 
A. I told him two or three days after. I thought it was 
nothing very much. I did not think much about it . 
• • • • • 
page 31 ~ 
• • • • • 
Q. You said that the reason that the Captain didn't let 
you go to the doctor in Baltimore was that he was not be-
having right, is that correcU 
A. No. (J. "-rhat did you say 1 
A. To take me to the doctor. 
page 32 ~ 
• • • 
A. (Continuing answer) At Baltimore ·l 
Q. Yes. 
• 
A. The time I asked him to go to the doctor 1 
Q. Yes. 
A. He took me to the doctor at Baltimore. 
Q. You have testified a moment ngo that he didn't let you 
go to the doctor at Baltimore. 
• • • • • 
A. At Baltimore the doctor gave me a piece of paper to go 
to the hospital but the Captain did not let me go to the 
hospital. The pnper is in the hands of my lawyer. 
Mr. Johnston: We call for it. 
Mr. J. l\Iorewitz: Here is the paper whieh is misdated ap-
parently in '47. 
page 33 ~ 
• • • • 
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(To the witness) Is that the paper you got in Baltimore 
from the doctor! 
A. Y cs. That is what the doctor gave me and I went to the 
l10spital and they asked me if I wanted to stay in the hos-
pital and I said the Captain wouldn't let me . 
• • • • • 
Q. You came to Kewport Xews and there you denied that a 
doctor <'ame aboard ship to examine you, is that correct 1 
• • • • • 
A. At Newport News¥ 
• • • • • 
The question was read to the witness. 
A. The immigration only came but not the insurance doctor . 
• • • • • 
page 34 r Q. ·when were you first examined after you got 
to Xewport News 1 
A. The lawyer sent me to the insurance doctor. 
Q. '\Vhy dici you say that the Captain wouldn't let you go 
to a doctor in Newport News, if you said that? 
• • • • • 
A. He did not let me go. ·1 
Q. Did the ship's agent send you to a doctor in Newport 
News 01· do you know 1 
• • • • • 
A. No, my lawyer sent me to a doctor . 
• • • • • 
Q. Did you request the Captain to send yon to a c1octod 
A. l\Iany times. 
• • • • • 
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page 35} Q. While the ship was in Newport this last time? 
• • • • • 
A. Yes. 
• • • • • 
page 36 ~ 
• • • • • 
l\Ir. Johnston: Let the record show that proctor for the 
libellants stipulate that all payments of earned wages-
1\Ir. J. Morewitz: Of earned wages since May 12, including 
extra payments for taking off and putting on hatches and the 
taking on of provisions and overtime, were paid on May 24, 
1948 as to Alexandros Alexandris and J olm Liadis. The agent 
for the vessel has something like $35.00 in hand which we have 
agreed to accept in front of the immigration authorities. It 
is at the agent's request that this be clone in this manner 
but we luwe not yet received the $35.00 or $36.00 for the de-
tained man, the man who had been detained whose name is 
IOANNIS ,V ARTHOLOMEOS . 
• • • • • 
page 38} · 
• • • • 
Q. You have testified that when you were in Baltimore in 
Jan nary the doctor up there examined you and found you had 
a. hernia. You later testified that this hernia vou had was 
received after you left Baltimore. Now, were you in Balti-
more twice on this vessel or how do you account for this 
discrepancy in your testimony. 
A. I made a mistake and I should have said that 
page 39 } the time I got the hemia was when we left France 
going to Baltimore and not from Baltimorn to 
Argentina. 
• • • • • 
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ALEXANDROS ALEXANDRIS, 
called as a witness in his own behalf by the libellants, being 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Burt Morewitz: 
· Q. Your name is Alexandros Alexandris and you were em-
ployed aboard this vessel at Port Said, Egypt as an Able 
Seaman, is that correcU 
A. Yes. 
Q. ·what date was that and at what rate of pay? 
A. The 28th of September. 
page 40 ~ Q. 1947 f 
A. 1947. 
Q. ,vhat rate of pay a month? 
A. I was signed aboard the ship and I was getting 21 
}Jounds, including 10 pounds for overtime. 
Mr. Cominaki: He was assigned as a Steward. 
Q. \Vhat w.as your capacity on board? ·was that your 
capacity on board the ship at all times f 
A. No. 
Q. \Vhen did you change'/ 
A. In November in :Mobile. 
Q. \Vhat capacity did you change to and what rate of wages 1 
A. Able Body on the deck. 
Q. And what rate of wages 'l 
A. The sailor's wages. 
Q. That's $112.00 a month, is that right? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you ever receive any payments in the United Statesf ,,~ 
A. Yes. 
Q. Aud what did these payments consist of'l 
A. Pay off and advances. 
Q. Name the occasions that you got these advances; the 
places you received them and the amounts of the advances. 
· A. The first advance I got it was in Mobile at 
page 41 ~ the beginning of November. 
Q. How much was that'/ 
.i\.. $120.00 advance. 
l\fr. Cominaki (Interpreter) The man said, "I received my 
pay and $120.00 advance''. 
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Q. Did you get any other advances l 
A. In Baltimore. 
Q. I-Io~· much 1 
A. Pay off aud in addition nu advance of $120.00 . 
• • • • • 
Q. Did you get any other advances in the United States 7 
A. No. (J. You hen.rd Ioannis Liadis testify to an assault that was 
committed upon him by the Captain in Buenos .A.ires, Argen-
tina. Were you present when this happened f 
A. I was present. 
Q. ·wm you tell us what happened? 
A. The case was that the Captain ordered Liadis to go to 
paint the tunnel that is in the holds that the screw shaft goes 
through. The Captain ordered ,John Liadis to 
page 42 } paint the tunnel. He refused to go without the 
Captain gi\·ing to him double overtime. \\'e asked 
the Captain to give it to us as a joh. The Captain asked 
John Liadis, "Arc you not going down? We arc from the same 
village and I took you from .Marseille" nnd he was excited and 
lie pulled him from his chest. (1, You mean he grahued hold of his shirt? ,vhat <lo you 
mean by that f He grabbed hold of his shirt 1 
A. Yes. 
:Mr. Burt )forewitz: Indicate that the witness gestures 
that the Captain grabbed hold of his shirt. 
Q. Did the Captain do anything else to Liadis? 
A. The Captain left ,John Lia<lis and went to make an as-
sault on the others and after that he cmne to me and he c•om-
pellecl me to go to do that job. I refused to and he said to me, 
"Why <lid you go the previous clay l" 
• • • • 
Q. Have you ever received any six months' long service 
houus while you were ou board this ship! 
A. ~o. 
page 43 ~ 
Q. Did you ask the Captain for your bonus! 
A. I asked. _ 
Q. And did the Captain gh·e you any reason for 
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refusing to honor the collective agreement and pay you the 
six months' bonus 1 
1'Ir. J olmson: I object to arguing this case in the depo-
sitions. The question is clearly unjustified and move that it 
be stricken. 
A. The Captain should have paid the six months' bonus 
hut he said, "I don't give it". 
Q. Did he give you any reason when he said he wasn't going 
to pay you? 
A. He said that it is cut off nn<l I said to him that the 
collective agreement says that we have to get it. 
Q. Did you have any other trouble with the Captain beside 
this dispute as to the collective agreement t 
A. Nothing. 
• • • • 
page 44 ~ 
• 
Q. "·hen the Captain persisted in his refusal to give you 
the six months' bonus, what did you dol That is at New-
port News. 
A. The Captain was insisting not to give us the six months' 
bonus and he said to me, "Do whatever you like". 
Q. So you told him, when the Captain persisted in refusing 
to pay you the six months' bonus and ·said you could do 
whatever you liked, you wanted to leave the ship 1 
• • 
Q. ,vhat did you c;lo when be said that? ··1 
A. I stayed becnuse maybe I would get it later in America. 
Q. The question is when the Captain kept on refusing to 
give you the six months' hon us and he told you that you could 
do what you plem.;e, what did you <lo in Newport News, Vir-
ginia in May of H>48. 
A. I stayed to get it with another way. 
Q. When the Captain persisted in refusing to pay you the 
six months bonus and kept telling you that you could do wlrnt 
you pleased and you finally asked to leave the ship, what clid 
the Captain do? 
• • • 
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• • • • • 
A. Before I arrived in Newport News, I informed the Cap-
tain to give me the six months' bonus. He said, ''I'm not 
giving it to you and do whateve1· you please" so I said to him 
that I will get it and you will see about it. (1, Did you ever ask the Captain to be discharged from the 
!:-hip? 
A. Never. 
Q. How come you left the ship at Newport News? 
A. I left the last moment because the Captain was threaten-
ing me. He was not giving me the six months' bonus so I had 
to leave. 
Q. When you left the ship, did you ask the Captain for 
your wages to date? 
• • 
A. I asked everything. 
Q. Did you get paid'! 
• • 
A. Until the 12th of 1'Iav. 
Q. ,vhat day did you leave the ship? 
A. The 20th of Mav. 
• 
Q. Did the Captain imy you for the difference between the 
12th of May and the 20th of l\lay at the time you left the 
vessel! 
A. No. 
Q. Did the Captain give you your seaman's book 
page 46 ~ when you left the vessel? 
> A. No . 
• • • • • 




By Mr. Johnston: 
Q. Did you ask the Captain for anything when you left 
the ship? 
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l\Ir. J. Morewitz: He didn't have to ask the Captain for 
anything. 
A. Yes, I asked. 
Q. Did you tell the Captain you were leaving the ship or did 
you leave the ship when the Captain wasn't aboard? 
l\Ir. J. Morewitz: He didn't have to tell him anything under 
the circumstances. The Captain told him he could do as he 
pleased. 
A. I told him. 
Q. 1Vhere was he when you told him Y 
A. He was in the salon, mess room. 
Q. Did you ask for your seaman's book! 
A. No, I did not ask him. I asked him to dis-
page 47 } charge me so I could go away. 
Mr. Johnston: Proctors for the libellants stipulate that he 
bas now received everything? 
l\Ir. J. l\forewitz: We bave received it on bis behalf, sev-
eral days after the ship left port and after the proceedings 
were filed; and they were received without prejudice . 
• • • • 
page 48} 
• • • • • 
Q. Tell me this. ·were any of the advances, which you pre-
viously testified to, earned wages? 
• • • • 
A. I received my earned money and I received also ad-
vances. 
• • • • • 
page 49} 
• • • • • 




48 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
loannis Vartholomeos. 
A. Ten points lower than myself. 
Q. He's a little tiny fellow, isn't heY 
1\Ir. J. ~Iorcwitz: He was little but loud and dcstructi\'e. 
A. Small mau. 
Q. How tall are you! 
A. One meter and 62 points. 
Q. And he was even shorter than you f 
A. Yes, about ten points shorter than I am . 
• • • • • 
page 51 ~ 
• • • • 
IO.A~TNIS V.ARTHOLOllEOS, 
called as a witness in his own behalf, by the Jibellants, being 
duly sworn testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION. 
Bv i\[r. Burt Morewitz: 
'Q. Your name is Ioannis Vartholomeos and you were em-
ployed aboard the steamship :\IEANDROS ns an Able Sea-
man at the monthly rate of wages of $11~.00 is that correct! 
A. Yes. 
Q. When did you go aboard the veHsel and where 1 
A. The 14th of J m1e 1947 I signed on the S. S. l\ll~ANDH08 
in Port Said in Egypt f 
Q. During your employment on hoard the vessel, you re-
ceived money in the United States, is that correct? 
A. Three times. One in Baltimorn, the other in "?\Iohile 
and the other one in NeW}JOl't ~ews now. 
Q. And what did those amounts <'onsist of? 
A. 1\Iy wages ancl my overtime. 
Q. Anything else 1 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ever receive any advm1ces of wages before they 
were earned f 
page 52 ~ Mr. Johnston: I object to thnt as leading m1<I 
directly contrary to what this own proctor's wit-
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ness has testified to and 1 'm going to move that the answer 
be stricken. 
• • • 
page 53 ~ 
• • • • • 
A. The Captain gave to me $100.00 in l\lohile uud $120.00 
in Baltimore. He gave it to me. I didn't ask. 
Q. Did he get any other advances? (This question was di-
rected to the interpreter). 
}Jage 54 ~ 
• • • • • 
A. I received also mv six months' bonus in Baltimore. 
Now I am supposed to get five months' sel'\•ice bonus . 
• • 
Q. Did you ever have nny trouble with the Captain who 
wns on board the ship before Captain Houmis Y 
• • • • • 
A. Never. 
Q. \Vhat started your controven:y with Captain Houmir;:;? 
A. I gave to him $120.00 to send to my home and he paid 
my family in English pouncls . 
• • • • 
page 55 ~ 
• • 
Q. Now this $120.00 tlrnt you gave this Captain m Balti-
more, l10w much clid your family get actually? 
A. 775,000 drachmas· in G rc>ek currency. 
Q. What is the vnlue of a drnchmn to the dol1nr 1 
A. The day which my family received this, the value of 
the dollar was 12,000. 
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Q. Do you know how much in American money the value of 
the 700,000 odd" drachmas, that your family received, wast 
A. I don't know. If I knew, I would have told you. The 




Q. How many times had you been in the United States on 
board the MEANDROS before this last trip to Newport 
News? 
• • • 
A. Two times; one in :\fobile and the other in Baltimore. 
Q. Did you have any trouble about coming ashorP. on tho~e 
two occasions Y 
• • • 
A. Nobody annoyed me. 
l\[r. Cominaki: He said "Ko interference.." 
Q. Do you know of any reason why you shouldn't have been 
permitted to come ashore in Ne,vport. News on this trip1 
A. The Captain knew that I wanted to leave the ship. Be-
cause of that, he wouldn't let me come ashore. I had in-
formed him five or ten clays before we arrived that I wanted . 
to leave the ship. 
:Mr. Cominaki: "And I couldn't continue on board.'' 
Q. ,Vhy did you feel that you could not continue on boarcl 
the ship! 
A. He is a very nasty man and he gets you by force to do 
a job. 
Q. Did he ever get you by f orcc to do any work? 
A. Not only one time. Not only myself but all 
page 57 } of us. He was getting us from behind and was 
pushing me. 
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Q. Tell us about the occasions when the Cnptain grabbed 
you physically and shoved you around on the ship . 
• • • • • 
A. One case he should haYe paid us for the holds to be 
cemented and he refused and he was getting us to do that job 
by force. 
Q. ,vhat do you mean "by force" T 
A. We should have got overtime for that job and h.e was 
pushing us to go and do the job and we were going. ·what 
were we supposed to do 1 
Q. Did he actually lay his l1ands on you f 
A. Not only once but many times. 
Q. What was this occasion Y ,vhcn did this occasion that 
you were just talking about happen, about the cementing of 
the holds. ·where was the ship and about what month and 
dav was it? 
A. In Argentina; we can't fight. In Italy the same; here 
the same. He asked me to go down to the hold. I said to 
liim, "Are you supposed to pay me Y" He said, "No." He 
called me to go there and he even forced me to go to the hold 
and we got out of it ten tons of water by buckets. 
page 58 } Q. " 7here was that 7 
A. In NewJJort News. 
Q. \Vhen T This present trip Y 
• • • • • 
A. This present trip. 
Q. Did you entrust any property with the Chief l\Iate for 
safe keeping while on board the ship f 
l\Ir. Johnston: Objected to as leading. 
A. I gave to him $280.00 and ten English pounds. 
Q. Where was that that you gave him the monevt 
A. I gave it to him in Argentina. 
Q. When you left the ship at Newport News <lid he give 
you back the money? 
A. He did not give it to me. 
l\Ir. J. :Morewitz: For the record, we stipulate that since 
the vessel sailed the agent communicated with tbe Master and 
this $280.00 and ten English pounds has been returned to us, 
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as proctor for this libellant but 11ot until the demand was 
made upon the :Master, through the agent, prior to the vessel 
sailing; which demand was either ignored or denied by the 
Chief Officer and the Captain until after the vessel left port 
and a radio message had to be sent by the agent in order to 
obtain the return of this money which we now have • 
• 
page 59 ~ 
• 8 
Q. This five months' bonus that ~'OU were talking- abou(, 
did the :Master give you any reason why he wasn ~t g·oing to 
pay it to you 1 
A. He did not give to me any rcaso11, 
.Mr. J. :\Iorewitz: ,re want to further rernir,ci opposiug 
proctor that this is the man whose $:15.00 or $36.00 ii:' in the 
hands of Sprague & Son nnd which we have agreed to accl•pt, 
without prejudice, ns covering all of the disputed iwms of 
overtime, wages left unpaid when the ship snilcd and nn extrn 
payment for the extra work that the Captain refused to pny 
him before he left the vessel. 
Mr. Johnston: It is my undcrstandiug that you hm·c nu1<le 
arrangements with the ship's agents to have him paid to-
morrow before the immigration autho1·ities . 
• • • • 
Q. Did the Captain give you any compensation wlrntsoever 
w11en vou left the vessel f 
A. i-Ie did not pay me from the 1:?th of l\f ny. 
Q. Any money whntsoevcr for any reason whatso<wer when 
you left the ship on l\fay 20th'? 
A. No. 
• • • • • 
page 60 ~ 
• • • • • 
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Q. You said that you clon 't kno,v the value of the 775,000 
drachmas that your family received 1 
A. According to my estimation it is $50.00 or $55.00 dif-
ference. :My boy there <loesn 't know much. He's only 15 
years old. 
Q. How do you know about how much your family re-
ceived f 
A. I have my son's letter here. 
• • • • • 
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• • • • • 
Q. The day that you got off tlie ship, did you tell the Cap-
tain that you were lenving the sl1ip 1 
A. I told him, "l\Ir. Captain, I want my account. I don't 
want to stay with you. I want to leave the steamer.'' 
Q. "Was that the clay that you left the steamed 
A. The morning ot' the day. 
Q. And what did the Captain say? 
A. You cannot go anywhere. Further down, I am going to 
settle with you. 
Q. As a matter of fact, you knew you weren't supposed to 
go ashoret 
• • • • • 
A. I left the steamer. 
Q. You knew that you weren't supposed to leave, clidn 't 
you? ' 
A. He did not let me go out. He did not give 
page 62 ~ me the semnan 's hook and let me go ashore. 
Q. That is becuu~e the immigration authorities 
had held that you were to be helcl abonrd f 
• • • 
A. I could not conti11ue a voyage wi1h him. I was going 
to he dead bv the time I anivecl. 
Q. I aske<i you if yon knew that the immigration authori-
ties had ordered yon to be held nhoard the sI1ip? 
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1\Ir. Johnston: Let the record show that we call for the 
seaman's books of all of these four seamen, or photostats 
thereof. 
Mr. J. l\foreweitz: The seamen's book question here is 
a joker because :Mr. J olmston 's client, Sprague & Company, 
have turned the books over-the book of this libellant over 
to the immigration authorities so that we have been ,]eprived 
of the book and that's what we are complaining about. The 
Captain knows whether or not he, the Captain, defrauded 
him. \Ye don't mind the letter heimr translated. ,v e niark~:d 
it for identification. ,v e 're perfe~tly willing to leave it with 
your interpreter or let him rend it now so yon 'II know what's 
in it hut we don't think it's a pa rt of the record. 
·Mr. Cominaki: (Trnnslating from the letter) "You wunt 
to know the money that the office ga\·e to your daughter. They 
have not debited in dollars. They paid them in 
pag·e 63 ~ pounds, 775,000 drachmas.'' 
• • • • .. 
page 66 ~ 
• • • • • 
CROSS EXAMINATION. 
By Mr. Johnston: 
Q. Vartholomeos, how much did you give the Captnin to 
send home to vour family on the occasion in which von are 
claiming that the Captahi cheated you 1 · 
A. $120.00. 
Q. Now g-ivc me the month. 
A. Between the 2nd and the 4th of .January, 1948. 
Q. And what was the amount that vour son advised You 
they received, in terms of drachmas f • • 
A. They did not pny in dollars. They paid in ponncls. 
Q. I'm asking whnt they rcccivl'd in drachnms. 
A. 775,000 drachmas. 
Q. This is ~Ia~· 29th. I'll ask you if you have g-one to 
get the money which was due you and which the ship's agents 
have for you at this time. -
·i\f r. Burt Morewitz: Proctor for the Iihellnnt has a1Tanooed 
with ~he agents for the 1:cspondents, Sprague & Company~ to 
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have this man paid before the immigration officer this morn-
ing and it hadn't been feasible up to this time. 




called as a witness in his own behalf by the libel-
page 67 } lants, being dul~· sworn, testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAl\HNATION. 
Bv Mr. Burt Morewitz: 
• Q. Your name is Emanouil K eapolidis and you were em-
ployed aboard tfie steamship MEANDROS as a carpenter at 
' the monthly rate of wages of $140.00, is that correct? 
A. $128.00. 
• • • • • 
Q. 'When were you employed on board the vessel? 
A. At Port Said, the 28th of September, 1947, at Port Said, 
Egypt. 
Q. Since you have been employed on board this vessel, did 
you ever receive any payments, money, in the United States! 
A. Yes. 
Q. What did these payments consist of? 
A. My wages. 
Q. Did you ever receive any advances of wages before 
they were earned f 
1\fr. J olmston: Show an objection to leading the witness 
and will move that the answer be stricken. 
A. Twice. 
Q. List the occasions. 
A. At Mobile and at Baltimore. 
Q. ·what were tl1e amounts and what were· the dates 7 
A. At Mobile it was around the 2nd of December. 
Q. What was the amounU 
page 68 ~ A. $120.00. 
Q. That's 19477 
A. 1947. 
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Q. What was the other occasion! 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Do you remember how much the advanC'e consisted of1 
A. $120.00. 
Q. Did you ever receive any other advances in the United 
States? 
A. No. 
Q. After you had been on hoard the vessel six months, did 
you get a bonus as provided by the collective agreement of 
September 2, 1943? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ask the Captain for :-:uch a bonus? 
A. ,vhen lie paid the bonuEt to the two third enir,inecrs, 
then I claimed from him my bonus. It wa8 given here. 
Q. ,v as that the two e1igineers, two third cngin~ers Lill 
board the ship 1 
A. Two third engineers. He paid them nnd then I came 
and claimed mine too. ':rhcm I had my claim . 
• • • • 
page 69} 
• • • • • 
Q. And what did the Captain say in Teg-anls to your claim 
for a bonus? 
page 70 } A. When I asked for 20 pounds, he said, '' I will 
not give yon nothing. Go away from J1ercJ.'' 
Q. Did he give you any reason for that! 
A. No. 
Q. Diel you ever ha,·e any other trouble with the Cnptain 
on board this vessel other tlrnn this dispntc abont the six 
months' bonus¥ 
A. No. 
Q. When yon left the vcs1--el, did the Captain g-ive you your 
seaman's book·? 
A. Yes. 
Q. " 7hen you left the vessel, did the Captain pay ~·ou all 
your wages to date 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he give you any other p;1yrnents beside your earned 
wages7 
A. No. 
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Q. Did you ever become sick while employed aboard this 
vessel? 
A. Yes, venereal disense. 
Q. And did you tell the Captain about it? 
A. Yes, I told him and I went to the hospital. 
Q. How long was it between the time you became sick and 
the time you went to the hospital? 
A. About sixtv claYs. 
page 71 ~ Q. And when nncl ;,.here did you go to the hos-
pital 1 
A. I went to the )larine Hospital, at ~orfolk. 
Q. When 1 
A. The eighth or ninth of this month. 
Q. And when and where were you when you first became 
sick7 
A. ,vhen we left Argeutinn. 
Q. Diel the Captain ever tel1 you why h(' waited HO days to 
have you treated f 
l\Ir. Johnston: I object to that as there isn't anything to 
indicate that the Captain waited 60 clnys. There has been 
no testimony when he reported this to the Captain. 
:Mr. Bert Morewitz: The tes1imonv is that there was 60 
days between the time he reported this illness to the Captain. 
and the time he went to the hospital. I'm asking why there 
was this lapse of time. 
l\fr. Johnston: You have the right to your <1nestion and 
I have a right to my objection. 
A. No. 
Q. Have you collected all the over time and extra pay com-
ing to ~0 ou 7 
A. Yes. 
• • • 
page 72 ~ 
• • • • • 
Q. You testified thnt you ~ot what you term "ackances" 
in the United States in Rn ltimorc ancl in :\[ohi]e. · 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,vere any of the payment:a. which you termed 
page 7a ~ advances, earned wa~es? 
A. No. 
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Q. Did you receive anything in acldition to the amounts 
of those advances when you were paid the aclvancesf 
A. After the advances 1 
Q. At the same time. 
A. Mywages. 
Q. By your wages, do you mean your earned wages j 
A. Yes, the eamed wages. 
• • • • • 
page 79} 
• • • • • 
Q. I'll ask you whether you were present when the Cap-
tain made the payments of the bonus which you state that he 
made to two engineers aboard the ship? 
• e • • • 
A. I was not p1·esent but the engineers told me 
page 80 } about it and I went to the Captain and clainwd 
mine. 
:Mr. Johnston: I'm going to ask that the evidence about 
that point be excluded as this mnn was not present and didn't 
see the Captain of the ship pay any money to the two-third 
engineers. His entire testimony was based on hearsay as to 
that particular point. 
• • • • • 
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• • • • • 
Q. You stated that when you were in Argentina you con-
tracted this venereal disease'? 
A. I did not tell about it because it was shown two auys 
after we sailed from there. 
Q·. And it was two dnys after you sailed from Argentina 
that you first discovered it? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you recall the date that you left Argentina Y 
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A. No. 
page 82} 
Q. How about the month? 
A. I can't remember the month. 
• • • • .. 
Q. "rlmt did you do when you found that you had it 7 
A. I said nothing. 
Q. \Vben did you say something, if you said anything at 
all about iU 
A. To the mate, the first mate. 
Q. "Then did you tell him about having it 7 
A. That I contracted the disease. 
Q. I didn't say what. I said when. 
A. \Vhen we went from the voyage from Argentina to 
Genoa. 
Q. \Vhen you got to Genoa did you ask for hospitalization 
of any kind? 
Mr. Burt Morewitz: Objected to in that after he had in-
formed the Master that he was sick, he didn't hnve to ask for 
hospitalization. It was the duty of the respondents to fur-
nish him with hospitalization and their failure. to clo so is the 
grounds for his claim in this particular matter. 
A. I told him during the voyage and I told him when I 
arrived in Genoa I'm going to have it cured and the mate was 
laug·hing. 
Q. Didn't you get some kind of treatment aboard ship 7 
\Vbat, if any, kind of treatment did you get aboard ship! 
A. No. 
page 83 } Q. \Vhen you got to Newport News, you told the 
Captain of your trouble, did you¥ 
A. No, the immigration doctor was on board and he faw I ~ 
was sick and lie took me out. 
l\Ir. Burt l\Iorewitz: \Vhat the witness is referring to is 
the public health service doctor. 
Q. And you went to the Marine Hospital for a cure! 
A. Yes, with the man from the immigration. 
Q. Is that your only trouble? 
A. Yes. 
• • • • 
~-
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Q. How many days elapsed between tlle time yon arrived 
in Genoa and the time you went to the hospital in the United 
States 1 
A. Forty-five days. 
• • • • 
page 1 } In the Circuit Court of the City of Newport News, 
Vfrginia. 
Emmanouil Neapolidis, Alexandros Alcxan<lris, Ioannis 
Liadis, and Ioannis Vartholomeos, Petitioners, 
v. 
The Theofana l\Iaritime Company, Limited, as Owner, Livanos 
Brothers ~Iaritime Company, Limited, as Co-Owners, S. 
Livanos & Company, Incorporated, a:5 Operating Agent, 
Captain :M. Houmis, as }.faster of the Steamship llKA.N-
DROS, Respondents. 
Before Hon. Frank A. Kearney, Judge. 
Newport News, Virginia, March 28, Hl49 
• • • • • 
Phlegar & Phlegm·, 
Shorthand Reporters . 
• • • • • 
page 2 ~ 
• • • • • 
CAPTAIN }.f. H0U1f1S, 
one of the respondents, hadng been first duly sworn, test i-
fled as follows: 
• • • • • 
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• • • • • 
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Bv :Mr. :McCoy: 
·Q. Cnptain,\vill you show us you1· present articles, please? 
A. (Docs as requested.) 
• • • • • 
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• • • • • 
I understand from you that this book is what you call 
the articles f 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. An<l counsel for the petitioners says that this is tl1e 
crew list. He designates it as a crew list, because these men 
do not sign this. 
A. They don't sign this. 
Q. Is this the ship's record? 
A. These arc the official articles. 
Q. ·who put this ,•;riting in here 1 
A. The consul. 
Q. As to this first column, what is this in here? 
A. It is the seaman's book number. 
Q. \Vlm t is the next 1 
A. If the seaman has a cli1)loma, this is the number. 
Q. ,vhat is in the next column t 
A. The nnme and surname, place of birth, rank, the place 
where he joined the vessel, and the date. This is 
page 6 ~ the stamp of the consul. 
Then if any seaman signs off, here is the same 
thing: rrhe place where the seaman signs off, the date, the 
reason why he signs off, and the stamp. In a place where 
there is no Greek consul, the captain has to stnmp that. 
Q. But I understand if there is a Greek consul, he is the 
man who fills this out 1 i: 
A. Yes, sir. 
Bv :\Ir. McCov: 
· Q. Captain: is there a Greek consul in Hampton Roads 1 
A. No. 
:Mr. l\lorewitz: We concede there is not. 
By l\(r. McCoy: 
Q. Cnptain, nre these the articles tlmt were on your ship 
when you joined it in :Marseille in October of 1947? 
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A. These are the new articles. 
Q. 'When did you get these articles f 
A. In Ai1twerp, Belgium, we renewed the articles. 
Q. I will take it up this way: Afte1· you joined the ship in 
Marseille in October, 1947, where did your ship go, sirT 
A. From Marseille to Casnb1anca, and to Mobile. 
Q. To :Mobile, Alabama? 
A. Yes. 
Q. From there where? 
page 7 ~ A. From Mobile to Ghent. 
Q. In what country is Ghent? 
A. In Belgium. 
Q. '\Vas that at the time you had your articles renewed? 
A. Yes; the 8th of December. 
Q. I understand thn t these a re the renewed articles f 
A. Yes. 
Q. 'Where are the articles that were on the MEANDROS 
when you boarded the ship in l\farscille? 
A. They were left with the consul. He issued the new 
articles. 
Q. ,vm you tell us what are the entries here relevant to 
Neapolidis, Alexandris, Liadis, and Vartholomeos, in these 
articles! These are the original articles that you have? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. "rm you tell us what are the entries concerning these 
men! ' 
• • • • • 
A. Neapoliclis sihri1ed off at Newport News on the 12th of 
May, 1948. 
page 8 ~ 
• • • 
Q. Are these the current articles! 
A. Yes. 
By the Court: 
• • 
Q. Why do you have these, dating from December 1947 
down to Murch 28, 1949, when I understand you have got to 
tum them in every six months? "Thy wasn't this one re-
newed? 
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A. Because the ship did not come into any port where there 
was a Greek consul who has tbe authority from the 
page 9 } Greek Govemmcnt to make the renewal. According 
to law, they may not be renewed in six months when 
the ship does not come into any port where there is no consul 
who has the authoritv from the Greek Government to renew 
the articles~ • 
Q. You have not been in any port six months after this date 
where they had a consul who could take this book up and 
give you a new one; is that right 7 
A. That is right. 
Q. \Vhen your articles arc renewed, what becomes of the 
old ones? Does the consul take them 1 
A. The consul takes them. 
Q. \Vhat does he do with them? 
A. They have to collect from the owners the money that 
the seamen have paid, and the owners, I think, pay a double 
amount. 
.I, J; 
Mr. McCoy: That is·_the pension fund contribution. 
Bv the Court: 
·q. I understand the consul takes the old articles and sends 
them to the Greek headquarters in Greece, and as to the old 
ugc pension fund they collect the amount shown in here from 
the ownersf 
A. Yes. When the articles are not renewed in six months, 
because the ship does not come in any port where there is a 
consul, the owner bas to pay more because of the 
page 10 ~ delay of renewing the articles. 
Bv l\:lr, McCov: 
• Q. \Vill yo-ii tell us what the entries are in here as to these 
four men? 
A. Neapolidis was in the old articles. When the articles 
were renewed, tl1c consult put in here the man's name and date 
of renewal. 
Q. ,vhat are the other entries about Neopolidis'f 
A. He was disclmrged in Newport News on the 12th of May, 
1948, suffering from a V. D. disease. Here is my signature 
and the ship's stamp. 
Q. Are there any other entries . in those articles about 
Neapolidis? 
A. No. 
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Q. \Vill you take Alexandros Alexandris ¥ 
• • • • • 
A. Alexandros Alexandris changed work. Instead of being 
assistant steward, he became a sailor. 
Bv Mr. l£cCov : 
·Q. On what elate was that1 
A. The 18th of April, 1948, at Genoa. 
Q. Do you have an entry showing where he signed on as 
sailor'l 
})age 11 ~ A. Y cs, on anothe1· page. 
Q. Tell us about that, please. 
A. On the 18th of April he became a sailor. He signell 
off on the 20th of May in Newport News for the reason that 
he did not board the vessel at the time of sailing . 
• • • • • 
page 12 ~ 
• • • • • 
Q. \Vill you tell us of the entry of Liadis 1 
A. He signed off at Genoa on the 18th of April by mutual 
consent. 
By the Con rt : 
• Q. Yon say he signed off or signed on? 
A. He signed off. 
Q. By mtitual consent 1 
A. By mutual consent. Then he came on board the 2:Jl',1 
of April, 1948, and signed off on the 20th of May because he 
was not present at the time of sailing . 
• • • • 
A. I completed loading on the 20th, and I left Newport News 
and went to Norfolk, myself, to sign the bills of 
page 13 ~ lading. Nobody requested to be signed off. I was 
in Norfolk. 
• • • • 
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Q. Vartholomeos is the fourth man. I wish you would tell 
us what entries You have of Vartholomeos. 
A. He signed off in Newport N'ews Oil the 20th of May, 
1948, because he was not present at the time of sailing . 
• • • • • 
page 14 } 
• • • • • 
Q. Captain, when you boarded the ship at l\Inrseille in Octo-
ber of 1947, did ~0ou make any payments to the crew then 1 
A. Not by myself. They were paid by the ex-master. 
Q. Were their accounts clear! Did you take o,·er afresh! 
A. I started afresh from the 13th of October. 
Q. Yon said that your vessel then went to Casablanca and 
then to Mobile 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,v11ere was the first place that you paid any of the 
crew? 
A. I paid them in Mobile. 
Q. In l\Iohile 7 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you have the accounts of wages of these men? 
A. The account books 1 
Q. The wage accounts. Do you have any wage accounts? 
A. I had the book, but when the hook hnd been completed, 
whieh is not an official book, we don't need any more of this 
book. 
• • • • • 
pnge 15 ~ The Court: His testimony, as I understand it, 
is that he has a book that is not an official book, 
whieh he makes entries in, and when that hook gets filled 
up, he does away with that and uses another one. 
A. Yes. 
'l'he Comt: Whether that is a fnct or not, I don't know, 
hut tlwt is what he savs. 
l\fr. Morcwitz: Everi if he did tlrnt, he had it when he was 
nboard in )fa~,. 
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By :Mr. McCoy: 
Q. 'Where was that book that would indicate what wages 
we1·e paid in Mobile in November 1947? 
A. Do you want me to say how we keep the accounts 7 
Q. That is exactly what I want to know. 
A. I have a book in which I insert the accounts. Then I 
make another account for the owners, which I submit to the 
owncl's, with supporting copies and evidence for every pay-
ment which I have made to the crew, or to buy any stores 
which I paid for myself. Then this book I do not need when 
completed, because all the records of this book were sent 
to the owners, so I don't need to keep this old book. ·when 
this is completed, I start a new one. 
Q. What do you do with the old book 'l 
.A. I throw it in the sea. I cannot keep all the books in 
my room. I have no room for them. My desk might 
page 16 ~ be filled up. 
, By the Court: 
Q. ,vhat became of the book that you kept at tbe time you 
made.the payments down in l\fobile'/ \Vhe1·e is that book? 
A. I threw it in the sea. 
By l\Ir. :McCoy: 
Q. \Vhat records do you ha,·e of the payments made? 
A. I have a general account. I sent a copy to the owners. 
Q. Do you keep a copy of that general account, yourself? 
.A. Yes. 
Q. Do you have that general account nowt 
A. Yes, I have. 
Q. You have it with yon? 
A. I have it with me. 
Q. Could we see it, sir? 
A. Yes. 
:.Mr. :McCoy: ·we have taken photostats of all of those and 
have submitted them to the Court. They are right here . 
e • • • • 
page 17 ~ 
• • • • • 
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Q. Relative to the payments made in Mobile, Alabama, in 
November 1947, do you recall making payments to the crew 
there? 
A. Yes; I paid the crew in .Mobile. 
Q. Did you pay them what they had earned? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you pay them any other sums? 
A. After I pay them, then somebody may come and say, 
"Give me $2 or $1 ". If he is on board a few days, I give it 
to him. But, I always gave them less than they earned. 
Q. How do you know you gave them less than they earned? 
A. I know every seaman's wages. They get about one 
pound daily; 28 pounds monthly. So, if I pay today all the 
crew for the voyage, and then somebody comes 
page 18 } tomorrow and asks me to give him a pound, I don't 
give it to him because he has not earned one pound. 
If he asks me to give him five shillings, I may give it to him. 
Q. So in l\Iobile, Alabama, in November 1947, you did not 
make any payments in advance of the time they were earned? 
A. Ko. 
Q. From ~Iobile where did your vessel go? 
A. To Belgium. 
Q. It was in Belgium that the articles were renewed? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Then where did you come, sir? 
A. ,v e came back to Baltimore. 
Q. " 7hen were you in Baltimore? 
A. About the end of December-the 27th. 
Q. 19471 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you have your general account for that voyage? 
The Court: This photostat is pertaining to the voyage that 
ended in Mobile and the one that ended in Baltimore. 
Mr. McCoy: And we have a photostat for the next voyage, 
too. 
By Mr. McCoy: 
Q. Does that account indicate any definite time, place or 
day that any payments were made? 
page 19} A. No. 
Q. ,vbere is your account book in which you kept 
the individual accounts and from which you made this up Y 
,vhere is that account book for this second voyage? 
,, 
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A. That was iusi<le this book. I take the numbers and place 
them here. I don't need this book any more. "1lrnn com-
}Jletcd I throw it away. ,Yhen I completed these general ac-
counts I imbmitted one copy to the Piraeus Office, one to the 
London Office, one to the New York Office, and I keep one for 
myself. So, I dou 't need the temporary book, and I throw it 
away and buy a new book. 
Q. Captain, did you make any payments of unearned 
moneys to any of tbese men while your ship was in Baltimore 
in December 1947 and January 19481 
A. I did riot give them any money except theit· payments. 
Q. You paid them ,vhat was due them 1 
A. Yes. . 
Q. You paid them their earned wages 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you pay them any other moneys l 
A. No. I paid the crew up to the 27th of December. 
Q. ,v1icre did your vessel go from Baltimore 1 
A. To Bahia Blanca, South America. 
Q. From Bahia Blanca, where did you go? 
A. \Ve went to Genoa. 
page 20 ~ (J. From Genoa you went where? 
A. Newport News. 
Q. Yon arrived here in lfayf 
A. The 12th. 
Q. }Iny 12, 19481 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You paid your crew on May 121 
A. Yes. I paid up to the 12th. I don't know exact Iy the 
rlate I paid the crew. I paid them up to the 12th of )lay, 
for the period from the 28th of December to the 12th of 
~fay. 
Q. Do you have your general account for tlmt voyage? 
A. I Jun-e. 
Mr. l\JcCoy: I should like to verif)• the photostats by it. 
Bv Mr. 1\fcCov: 
·Q. Has youi· ship been in t]1e United States since l\£ay 
19481 
A. No. 
Q. It has not been in the United States? 
A. No. 
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Q. Captain, was it on that trip to Newport News in l\Iay 
1948 that these four men left your ship J 
A. Pardou 1 
Q. When you sailed from Newport News, they stayed here? 
A. They were not on boa rd. 
page 21 } Q. :Mr. Alexandros .Alexnndris ]ms testified that 
you assaulted him in 1948 on a voyage between 
Argentina and Italy f 
A. ,vho? 
Q. Alexandros Alexandris l 
A. I ne,·er assaulted anvbodv. 
Q. ,vhat is )Ir. Alcxau~lris' size? How big is I1ef 
.A. He is bigger than me; about three inches. 
Q. Three inches taller! 
A. Fh·e feet 8 inches, about. 
Q. About five feet eight inches? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How heavy is he? 
A. I don't know. He is henvicr than me. 
Q. Did you ever have any physical contact with Alexan-
<.his 1 
A. No. At that time he was sailor. 
Q. Did you have any pl1ysical contact with any of these four 
men? 
A. No. 
Q. Diel you have any trouble with Vartholomeos? 
A. I ha,·e nothing to do, myself, with the crew. The chief 
otlicer is always with the crew. 
Bv the Court: 
· Q. You don't give the crew any orders f 
A. Myself, no. The <•hicf officer comes to my 
JJnge 22 } room and asks me whnt we have to <lo, such as l 
painting t11e ship. 
Q. You give the orders to the chief officer and be carries . 
them out? 
A. Y cs, with the boatswain. 
Jk Mr. )[cCov: 
'Q. Do you know of Liadis suffering from a hernia 1 
A. I know in Baltimore he called me to take him to the 
doctor. 
Q_. Did you take him to the doctor? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. "rm you describe the circumstances surrounding that 
visit? 
A. As far as I remember, he went to Dr. Kelly. The ship 
chandler, supplying my ship, brought him to. the doctor. ~he 
cloctor told me that this fellow hai-m '.t anythmg. Then smce 
this man insisted that he was snffel'ing, the doctor told him 
in the presence of me to come buck to him so that he coukl 
examine him again. (1, Did the man go back the next clay? 
A. He went many days on shore. 
Q. Do you know anything about the doctor's examination? 
A. The doctor told me that he was suffering from nothing. 
He went all these days ashore; the days when we were in 
Baltimore. 
page 23 ~ By the Court: · 
Q. Did you go with him? 
A. Ho clicln 't call me any more. rrhcn we left. 
By Mr. :McCoy: 
Q. And it was then that you went to Bahia Blanca, 1\.rgen-
tina? 
A. Yes. 
Q. ·was Liaclis gh·en any medical treatment in Bahia 
BlancnT 
.A. Yes. 
Q. ·what treatment was he given? 
A. Ho hn<l some pains and again told me, "I think I have 
hernin ". I brought him to a doctor. I gave my lawyer the 
doctor's name; he has the name. The doctor gave me a state-
ment saying that this fellow has complnined that he is suffer-
ing from hernia. 
Q. Is that the letter that the doctor gave you? 
.A. Dr. Ighina. 
• • • • • 
Q. Diel you ever have any ph~·sical contact or any fight or 
trouble with Liaclis ! 
.A. No, never. 
Q. As to Neapoliclis, what was the very first that 
page 24 ~ you knew of his sickness or his illness, which he 
has testified to? · 
A. In the presence of the heulth officer bore in Newport 
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News when the ship arrived, he found him suffering from 
V. D. 
Q. Had you had any previous knowledge of that? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. ,vhat was done for Neapolidis then 1 
A. The doctor took him immediately to the hospital. He 
gave him orders to go to the hospital here. 
Q. That was Keapolidis 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you ever have any fight or physical contact or trouble 
with him? 
A. No. 
Q. How large was he 1 
A. A large fellow about five feet nine or five feet ten inches. 
Q. ,vhat was the size of Liadis f 
A. About five feet ten ; near six feet. 
Q. How about his weight? 
A. About 150. 
Q. \\'as l\Ir. Vnrtholomeos a seaman on your vessel! 
A. Yes. 
Q. ,vhen you came into l\Iohile in November 
page 25 } 1947, and again when you went to Baltimore in 
late December '47 and early January '48, was he 
detained? 
A. Yes. 
Q. He was detained at that time? 
A. By Immigration. It was not in Baltimore but in New-
port News that he was detained. 
Q. w· as he detained in Mobile? 
A. No. 
Q. "\Vas he detained in Baltimore? 
A. No. 
Q. "'\Y as he detained here f 
A. Yes. 
Q. Will you tell us the circumstances surrounding his de-
tention Y 
A. I was in my room when the immigration officers came 
to m~' room upstairs. I told the immigration officers to go 
with the chief officer down to the saloon, and they went down 
and took the tickets from the crew. He told the immigration 
officers that he was willing to leave the ship in Newport News. 
After examining about 20 men, as the chief officer told me, the 
immigration officers were questioning this Greek fireman who 
was a litle crazy. He was arguing about America. He had 
become crazy-
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Bv the Court: 
·q. Wait a minute. ,ve got <lown to the point where the 
immigration people took all these men down to the 
page 26 ~ saloon and were talking to them. After they talked 
to about 20, this Greek fireman, you say, wa:; a 
Jittle bit crazy- · 
A. He is ou board still. 
Q. What happened to him! 
A. The immigration officer inquired, '' Are you willing to 
stay in Amei:ica ! " 
Q. "'hat did he say 1 
A. He replied, "No", and started trouble with the immi-
gration officers. That was the mo11Hmt when I went down 
from my room, because I had finished with my agent. The 
immigration officers had become upset and started saying that 
this one must be detained. This fire man was not Va rtholo-
meos, but Vartbolomeos came after this man. The immi-
gration officers were upset and stal'ted to detain everybody. 
I was present. Because I was present I requested the immi-
gration ollicers not to detain all these fellows, because thcl'l~ 
might be trouble against me, and because after coming this 
long ,·oyage they must go ashore. One of the immigration 
officers replied to me, "You a re <·a ptain, but you a re not. 
from Immigration. You go off an<l lem·e me to do my job." 
He detained about seven or maybe eight; I don't remember 
the number. 
Q. You mean by '' <lctainecl'' that he would not let them 
go ashore! 
page 27 ~ .A. Yes, sir. 
By :\Ir. McCoy: 
Q. Captain, did he gh·e you a written paper with these 
men's names on it 1 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you recognize that paper? 
A. Yes. 
• • • 
By l\Ir. McCoy: 
• • 
Q. Captain, Vnrtholomeos testified that he gave yon $1 :W 
to send to his family in G1·eecc, mul that his family received 
only $75. " 7ill you explain the circumstances surrounding 
that? 
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A. ·we have or<lers from the Governmeut that dollars or 
foreig11 currency caunot be pai<l in Greece to the families of 
the crew. 
• • • • • 
A. If you send dollars to Greece, or any other foreign cm·-
reucy, the families mu:;t collect-
puge 28 ~ 
• • • 
Q. ·wm you continue, please, Captain? 
A. He requested me to give orders to my office in Piraeus 
to pay $120 to his family. I took his address. 
Q. Did he give you $120 or ask you to hm·e the company 
send it? Did he actually gh·e you the money 1 
A. Nobody gh·e me money. He reque:sted me to get my 
owners to pay $120 to his fainily. I told him, "That is a 
crazy thing. If you give orders to my office to pay $120, you 
lose; your family loses". I told him that he could take a check 
nnd send to his family, but not through the office of my owners. 
1 said, "If you send it through the office of the owners, you 
Jose". It is becnuse of the exchange there. I told him that 
if he sent a check from here, his family would col-
page 29 ~ lect more money. 
Q. I undcr:;tand from what yon are saying that 
if he got a check from the bank and sent a check of $120 o,·er, 
when they cashed it they would g·et more than they would if 
the company sent $1201 
A. Yes. 
l\f r. l\f orewitz: If they transmit English pounds instead ~ 
of American money, the man is bound to lose a dollar and a 
half difference. 
A. The law is that ,vhen in America I have to pay in dol-
lar:,, and when in other countries, according to the articles1 
I have to pay in English pounds . 
• • 
Q. Vartholomeos still wanted your Pirneus office to send 
the mone~·f 
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A. He said, "l\Iy family needs the money'' • 
• • • 
page 30} 
• • • • • 
By the Court: 
Q. These four seamen who have brought this case have 
aJI testified that when you paid them off in Mobile, that in 
addition to the moue~, you owed them for the voyage, you 
gave them au advance on the next ,·oyage. Is that true or 
not? 
A. Ko, sir. ,ve don't do that, exl'ept after passing a few 
days-Q. But they ha-ve testified thnt down in :Mobile you g1tve 
them $100 in addition to their salary 'l 
A. No, I didn't give them that. 
Q. You did not give them that'! 
A. Not advances. I never give advances, except if they 
work 10 clays or 7 days and ask me to give them $10 or $5. 
Q. This is a different proposition. rrhey have testified that 
in Mobile when you paid they off, you paid ·them for their 
voyage? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And in addition to that, that you pay them either $100 
or $120. Is that a fact or not? 
A. No. I don't· remember that. To pay advances, never, 
mvself. 
page 31 } Q. Who else would pay hesides you? 
A. Maybe the chief officer would give his own 
monev. 
Q. ·1 am talking about the ship's money f 
A. Never. 
• • • • 
Bv the Court: 
· Q. You don't know anything nhout that? 
A. No. 
• 
Q. Don't they sign a sheet acknowledging that they got the 
money! 
A. After finishing the payments, I give to my chief officer 
the book. 
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·Q. Don't you give the man a slip showing how much he 
received? · 
A. The chief officer gives the slips. 
Q. Don't you scud a copy of that slip into your local office 1 
A. No; just a general account. 
Q. Just one of these Y 
A. Yes, because there is a difference m Greek law . 
• .. • .. 
page 33 ~ 
• • • • • 
Q. Didn't you and the chief officer tell the immigration 
officers that Vartholomeos didn't have any money, ,vhen be 
left $270 in American money and 10 English pounds with 
the chief officer for safckeepingT 
( The last question was read by the reporter.) 
A. The only thing· I know, after sailing the chief officer 
came up on the bridge and told me that he had money of 
Va rtholomeos. 
Bv the Court: 
· Q. '\Vhat he asked you was this: Didn't you· and the chief 
officer both tell the immigration people that Vartholomeos 
didn't l1ave any money on deposit with the ship, and at that 
time he had $270 in American money and some 10 pounds or 
so in Englisl1 money 7 
A. I, myself, have notl1ing of Vnrtholomeos in the safe, or 
an:'\".Where. :Maybe tl1e chief officer had, as I discovered after 
sailing. 
Q. You told him that you didn't have any? 
A. Yes. 
page 34} Q. Did the chief officer at the same time tell the 
immigration people tlrnt he did not have any 
monev7 
A. ·1 don't know. 
Q. Did you henr him say than 
A. After sniling-
Q. No. Did you hear the chief officer tell the immigration 
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J>eople that this man Vartholomeos didn't have any money 
on deposit t 
A. I did uot hear that. l\Iaybe he told that, but I did not 
hear it. I heard nothing. 
• 
;; ;; • 
page 35 ~ By !Ir. )Iorewitz: 
Q. Captnin, the chief officer kept the accounts, 
and whateYer adYances were made on the ship, be made them, 
didn't het 
A. I kept the accounts. 
Q. But he made them up l 
A. Ko. I make them, myself. (J. Didn't you tell the J udt:,,rc a few minutes ago, when he 
was asking you about these payments in :Mobile, that you. 
clid not know anything about them; that maybe the chief of-
ficer might have loaned them money? 
)[ r. :\lcCoy: I object to that. 
'fhe Court: His testimonv was that he made the accounts 
up in his room and gave theiu to the chief officer to take down 
and show the men if any of them wanted to question it. 
• • • • • 
{J. How long Imve you been aboard the ship ·with that chief 
officer? 
A. He was before.• me 011 board. 
page 36 f Q. Is he still on board? 
A. No; he left. 
Q. It was necessary for your ag<'llts, Spra;ue nnd ( 'o:n-
~- pany, to send you a radiogrnm to tell you that we Imel proof 
that your chief officer Imel this money belonging to Var-
tholomeos, before you radioed back from Cape Henry. How 
<lid it get back f 
A. I cabled it to Sprague. I told tJw cl1ief officer to fincl 
out if they lmd anything left in theil' rooms. ·when we re-
ceived n radiogram from Sprnµ;ue mul Company, I called the 
cl1ief officer and told him I had a eahlc from my agcllli:.; sav-
ing that Vartholomeos left with him his money. I asked hiin 
why dicln 'the tell me about thnt in po1·t. 
Q. You sent that back by the pilot at Cape Henry, clidn't 
you 1 You sent the 10 English pound plus $270 in Americmr 
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currency back, aucl it was tu rued over to us in this envelope 1 
You know about that, don't you! 
A. That is not mv letter. 
Q. But you sent the English pounds back 1 
A. I cabled thnt it was all right. 
l\Ir. :Morewitz: Here is onr rec(1ipt for it, ,Judge. 
By :Mr. )Iorewitz: 
• .. • .. 
page 37 ~ 
• • • 
Q. "What does tlrnt show he signed off as? 
page 38 ~ A. Neapoliclis signed off clue to a V. D. dise:1se. 
Hv :Mr. liorewitz: 
0 Q. This man who had a hernia, you knew Ju.• lwd a hernia 
in Baltimore, <licln 't you, back in January of '481 
A. ·w1iatt 
Q. This man Ioannis Liadis, you knew a bout liis having a 
hernia in Bnltimore back in ,J mmarv of '48 f 
A. I didn't know about his suffering from a hernia. 
Q. Here is what the doctor snys was wrong with him, from 
the hospital thut you sent him to. 
(Paper is handed to the Court.) 
A. I di<ln 't know be was suffering from hl'rnia . 
A. \\~ho! 
Q. Liadis. 
• • • • • 
A. He <loesn 't tell me anything here. He snid to me in 
Baltimore-
page 39 ~ Q. Baltimore wm; five monthR before. You knew 
on each occasiou thnt he had a hernin nncl had to 
be operated on, clidn 't you! 
A. In Baltimore I brought him to a doctor, and the doctor 
told me he was suffering from nothing . 
• 
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Q. When the men came here to Newport News you refused 
to pay them the six months' bonus that was due them up to 
tba t time, didn't you t You told them yon would 
page 40 ~ not pay; that you had orders from the owners, and 
were not going to pay them 1 
A. "Who! 
Q. All of your men who had been aboard six months with-
out a bonus! 
A. I ha,e paid all the six months, bonus up to the first 
of December, 1948. 
Q. But you did not pay tl1C'se men in 1Iay when they were 
making claim for their second bonus! Some of them had al-
ready collected one or two bom1se:,;, ,vho had been aboard the 
ship long before you came nhonnl \Vhen they came into 
Newport Kews, or just before they came into Newport News 




paid them, as I told you up to the first of DecemlJer, 
1948. . 
Bv the Court: 
·Q. You mean '47, don't yon 1 
Mr. l\Iorewitz: '48, Judge. 
The Court: This case was instituted in May, '48. He is 
talking about December, '48. Thnt is just three months ago. 
l\Ir. l\forewitz: He is mistaken about that. 
By the Court : 
Q. Yon mean Deeember 1, 1947! 
page 41 ~ A. Yes, '47. 
By l\Ir. Morewitz: 
Q. But you told the men before your ship got to Newport 
News that you had orders from your owners not to pay the 
lJOnus any more, as the bonus wns finished; i!-m't that cor-
rect? 
A. It was abolished by the government. ,v e have an agree-
ment with the unions of Greece. 
Q. ,ve don't ngree with you nbout. that. ·whnt I want to 
know is: You would not pay the bonus in May of '48; that 
is correct, is it ? 
A. May, '48? 
Q. One man had five months coming to him nnd the others 
had sb: months apiece! In other words, the man who was 
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only aboard fh·e months on the second bonus., who was Var-
tholomeos, would only be entitled to three-fourths of the 
bonus, because he had only been aboard five mouths since 
the previous bonus? 
A. If they had five months' bonus, they must have collected 
the bonus and they must have signed the accounts. I have 
some accounts here. 
Q. That is not what I asked you. 
A. If they had less than four months, they have not col-
lected. 
Q. You did not pay Vartholomeos a bonus, did 
page 42 ~ you, when ]10 left the ship! 
A. Anything up to the first of December, I told 
you that I have paid. 
Q. I am not arguing with you about that. But, you did 
not pay Vartholomcos any bonus? All you paid was the 
earned wages shown by the receipts which we have here in 
evidence. That is all they goU They got no bonus. 
A. I say that I paid the bonus. 
Q. Up to December 1, 1947? 
A. Yes. 
Q. I am asking you if in May, '48, you paia any of these 
men a bonus that would be comin~ to them? 
A. I paid the crew a bonus in May, in Newport News-the 
six months' bonus. I paid the crew who are entitled to the 
bonus, according to this agreement. 
Q. You just got through telling us that you stopped pay-
ing the bonus on December 1, 1947. That is correct, isn't iU 
l\Ir. McCoy: He is saying he did not make a payment. 
A. I received from the Govemment thi::i ugreement-
The Court: Let's don't go over that. 
Bv the Court: 
·Q. Let me see if I understand you. I understand you to · 
say that the bonus stopped as of December 1, 19471 
A. Yes, sir. 
page 43} Q. And that you did not consider they were en-
titled to earn am· more bonus after that 1 
A. Yes. 
. . 
Q. But if they had earned a bonus before that time and 
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• • • • 
page 44 ~ 
• • • • 
Q. If the chief officer ga,·e these men advances in Balti-
more and in :Mobile, as they claim was made by the ship, you 
don't know anything about that! 
A. No. 
Q. But he could have made them t 
A. If he bas money. 
CJ. He had money from them and he had money from the 
ship, didn't he f 
A. Xo. He has no i·ir.·ht to receive money for the ship. 
Q. If he made nny ad,·anccs: in order for him to get his 
money back, you would ha,e to deduct it from the money that 
the men earned, wouldn't you 1 
A. The chief 1ias no right to give money. 
pag-e 45 } Q. If he did it, and he wm1ted to get his money 
back, it would have to come out of their wages, 
whether be gm·e it to them or you gnve it to tlu.•111 t 
A. I don't know what the ch icf officer was doing . 
• • 
· pnge 47 } 
• 
Q. \Yhen you got to X ewport X ews, yon say yon were m 
:Norfolk when the men left the shi1,? 
A. Yes. (J. Did yon nwke any inqufry of ~·our agents or nnybody 
else as to where these men were hct'o1·e vou left? 
A. I was in Norfolk and thew were afioarcl. 
Q. But you joined the ship ·before it lE:"ft Kewport Xews, 
clidn 't yon? 
A. I went to Xorfolk before anybody left my ship. 
By the Court : 
Q. 'When yon cnnrn hack from :Korfolk, did von get on me 
sl1ip here or in Norfolk¥ • 
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A. The ship was here. 
Q. You went to Norfolk and you si1:,rncd the papers, and 
then you came back! 
A. I got back about 8 o'clock at night. The chief officer 
told me that the four men ha<l left the ship-three, I think. 
Neapolidis didn't sign off that day . 
• page 48 ~ 
• • • 
A. After I came back from Norfolk to here, I took the tele-
phone when the chief officer tolcl me that these fellows were 
not on board, ancl I cnlled up my ship chandler. )fy ship 
chandler was a Greek from Norfolk. I nsked him if h'e.had 
seen any of them in to,vn. He told me, "I don 'L kno:-.v." 
Then I went to the restaurant clo~e to Sprague's office. I 
asked there if they had seen any of them, and they told me 
uobodv was there. I went back and ordered the sailing. I 
went to Immigration first and told them that so many seimen 
of mine were missing from my ship. One officer of Immigra-
tion came with me on board. He was a young fellow. Then 
in the presence of this officer I delivered the passports of 
these fellows who were missing, and their accounts 
page 49 ~ for 10 days. 
By the Court: 
Q. \Vhat did you do with the seamen's books? 
A. I delivered them. 
Q. To whoml 
A. To the Port Engineer nncl the immigration officer; both 
of them-ancl told them to give the passports to Sprague 's 
office, to deliver them to the seamen . 
• • • 
A. That is another thing I will explain to you. Two of 
my seamen were cliscl1arged with VD cfo;ease. I sent them to 
the hospital. They came on board ancl sRid to me., "Sign 
us off and don't make mention in this passport about tbe 
V. D. disease. Give us a clear pn!-.sport." 
Q. But you did not giYe them clenr passports! 
A. If I do that, it is ng-ninst the law. 1 told them I could 
not do that. They requested me• to sign them off. 
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page 50 ~ By the Court: 
Q. Did you sign them o:fff 
A. Yes. 
Q. "Which ones did you sign off? 
Mr. Morev,•itz: Liadis, the man who liad the hernia. 
A. N eapolidis and another seaman on board did not com- . 
plain against me. 
By Mr. 1\IcCoy: 
Q. About ,vhat day in :May did you sail from Newport 
News? 
A. The 20th. 
Q. The 20th of l\Iay? 
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